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CURRENT TOPICS. 


WE print elsewhere a new Order in Council postponing the 
commencement of the Land Transfer Act, 1897, to the Ist of 
November next. We believe that the rules under the Act will 
shortly be issued, and, if what we hear is correct, it will be 
found that few alterations have been made in the original draft. 


Bright and Others 
—616 
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| Ward v. Mayor, Aldermen, and Bur- 
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WE rustisu elsewhere a draft order as to fees payable in the 
Land Registry and a set of rules explanatory of the order. A 
partial table of fees for districts where registration is compul- 
sory is, it will be remembered, given in the second schedule to 
the Land Transfer Act, 1897, but this table, as well as the 
whole question of fees, is subject to the rule-making power of 
the Lord Chancellor, with the concurrence of the Treasury, 
under section 112 of the Act of 1875. Section 22 (4) of the Act 
of 1897, however, contains the general instruction that fee 
orders are to be arranged from time to time so as to produce an 
annual amount sufficient to discharge the salaries and ex 
including the annual contribution to the insurance fund) inci- 

ental to the working of the Acts, and no more. Hence an 

order which is made can for the present only be imental. 
The draft order commences by repeating substantially the table 
contained in the second ule to the Act of 1897. This gives 
the fees (4) for first registration with a title ; for 

istration of and transfers of land and charges for 

uable consideration; and (2) for registration of trans- 
missions, and of transfers not for value (including exchanges), 
notices of leases, and rectifications of the register. The fees 
under (4) proceed from a minimum of 1s. 6d. for land or a 
charge of the value of £25 to a maximum of £25 for a value of 
£32,000. Some in i are, 6s. for £100, £3 for 
£1,000, £7 for £3,000, and £14 for £10,000. The fees under 
(B) are one-quarter of the above, with a minimum fee of 1s. 
and a maximum of £5. 





THe cuter items in the rest of the order are (C) for regis- 
tration of leasehold land on the occasion of the original grant 
of the lease, and (D) for Pee of land, whether freehold 
or leasehold (rule 14) an absolute or qualified title. 
Under (C’) the registry fees depend on the rent—2s. for every 
£10 of the rent—and on the amount of the premium (if any); 
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the maximum fee being £10. The fee for registration with an 
absolute or qualified title is to be three times the fee prescribed 
for registration of a possessory title, with a minimum fee of 
£3; but under rule 2, where land is registered with a qualified 
title only, the registrar may make such abatement (if any) in 
the fee as he may deem reasouable under the circumstances of 
the case. Probably, however, as we have already pointed out, 
it will usually be better in such cases to withdraw the applica- 
tion and register with a possessory title only. Under (/) the 
order contains a set of miscellaneous items, some of which seem 
needlessly heavy. The work of registering an inhibition, or of 
apnexing conditions to land, or of entering notice of an estate in 
dower or by the curtesy, is slight, but in each case a fee of £1 is 
charged. The fee for registering a caution is 10s. But the fees 
relating to cautions, inhibitions, conditions, and notices are not 
payable when the entry is made on the first registration of land, 
or on any registration for which an ad valorem fee is payable 
(rule 11). Rule 6 provides that where a transfer for value and 
a charge are registered together, only half the fee shall be paid 
in respect of the charge. Upon a transfer of land subject to a 
charge, no deduction from the value of the land will be made in 
calculating the fee, except where the transfer is made to the 
mortgagee (rule 16). It is to be noticed that the fees payable 
in respect of any matter involving an inquiry into title are ex- 
clusive of the fees of conveyancing counsel, and of any costs or 
expenses incurred by the registry in regard to the matter (rule 
3); but they include mapping done in the registry, and, in dis- 
tricts where registration of title is compulsory, any surveying 
that may be necessary to enable the land to be identified on the 
ordnance map (rule 1). 





Ir arrears from the report of a solicitor’s case, which we give 
elsewhere, that an important change in the practice under the 
Solicitors Act, 1888, has been sanctioned by Cuannett, J. 
Under section 13 of the Act the Discipline Committee, after 
hearing an application against a solicitor, have to embody their 
finding in the form of a report to the High Court, and the 
report has the same effect as formerly a report of a master; and 
‘‘the court may make such order thereon as to the court may 
seem fit.” Even, therefore, though the report exonerates the 
solicitor, and the society consequently takes no further steps, 
yet the report is before the court, and the court, on the applica- 
tion of any party, is competent to deal with it. This jurisdic- 
tion was invoked in Re Lilley (1892, 1 Q. B. 759) to obtain an 
order in favour of the solicitor for payment of his costs by the 
persons who had unsuccessfully impugned his conduct; and it is 
clear that, unless such an order could be made, a solicitor might 
be subjected to very grave injustice. The language of the section, 
said Linptey, L.J., in the above case, gives the court jurisdiction 
to make the person who has made the improper charges against 
the solicitor pay the costs of the inquiry before the committee; 
and unless the conduct of the solicitor has in some way invited 
the inquiry, his costs, of course, ought to be paid. This was 
the view taken also by the Divisional Court in Re N. (38 
Soxicrtors’ Jovnnat 28), where Wiis, J., said that if the 
solicitor had been guilty of such ambiguous conduct as to 
justify the application against him, that might be a reason for 
refusing to give him costs. In both the above cases the 
solicitor went to the Divisional Court, and thereby necessarily 
gave publicity to the fact that charges had been, though un- 
, successfully, made against him. In the present case the applica- 
tion was made by summons at chambers, and Onanvett, J., 
fortunately saw his way to granting the required relief without 
compelling the solicitor to move in open court. This is a pre- 
cedent both convenient and just, which we hope will govern the 
practice in future. 





TE ATTEMPT made during the debate on the report stage of | 
the Criminal Evidence Bill to abrogate the right of reply of the | Act, it must also 





probably be hard to find an example of its oppressive use, it 
has an aspect of unfairness to the prisoner, aud it would be 
well to get rid of it. But the addition which it was 


posed to make to the Bill for this purpose would hays — 


only taken away the right in certain cases, leaving jt 
exerciseable in others, and the result would have bee, 
very illogical and unsatisfactory. After the strong expres. 
sion of —*— in the House of Commons adverse to the 
right it should not, however, be difficult to deal with the 
question on its merits. All that the Attorney-General cap 
legitimately do in the exercise of the right is really within the 
province of the presiding judge to do in the course of hig 
summing-up. The most remarkable incident in the debate wag 
the per Wing but fortunately only temporary, adhesion of the 
Government to the proposal that a nag should be permitted 
to appear before the grand jury. ere is a certain plausibility 
in the idea that a man who has been prosecuted without reason 
should be able to clear himself at once before the grand jury 
so as to avoid the indignity of a public trial; but the 
proposal, had it been carried, would have effected 
a change in criminal procedure far greater than that 
already contemplated by the Bill. It is the function 
ofthe grand jury to say whether upon the evidence adduced for 
the prosecution there is a primd facie case against the prisoner, 
but they could not receive the evidence of the prisoner himself 
without exceeding their province and inquiring into the absolate 
truth of the charge against him. It would then be difficult t) 
stop at the prisoner’s evidence, and the functions of the grand 
and the petty jury would become very seriously confused. This 
danger was seen in time for the proposal to be rejected. The 
limits on the right of cross-examining the prisoner were also 
discussed. Under the Bill in its present form the cross-examina- 
tion as to previous offences is limited to cases in which the 
prisoner has given evidence of good character, while questions 
as to previous offences may be put to any witness if the defence 
is so conducted as to cast imputations on the character of the 
prosecutor or of the witnesses for the prosecution. The Bill as 
amended has been read a third time in the House of Commons, 





Dovusts HAVE BEEN suggested, in the course of some recent 
correspondence in a daily newspaper, as to the true interpreta- 
tion of the words ‘‘sunset”’ and ‘‘ sunrise” as used in section 
85 of the Local Government Act, 1888, the enactment which 
requires cyclists to carry a lighted lamp ‘‘ during the period 
between one hour after sunset and one hour before sunrise.” 
To most minds nothing could be clearer than the words quoted; 
the period is to be calculated with reference to the actual 
setting and rising of the sun in the place where the cyclist is 
riding, and this view has been repeatedly acted upon by magis- 
trates and police in administering the statute. But for some 
ingenious spirits this obvious interpretation of the words is too 
simple, and it has been suggested that by the aid of the Statutes 
(Definition of Time) Act, 1880, they are to be read as referring 
to the times of sunset and sunrise at Greenwich. This Act pro 
vides that ‘“ whenever any expression of time occurs in any Actof 
Parliament, deed, or other legal instrument, the time referred [sie] 
shall, unless it is otherwise specifically stated, be held in the 
case of Great Britain, to be Greenwich mean time, and in the 
case of Ireland, Dublin mean time.” There can be no reason for 
importing this definition of time into section 85 of the Local 
Government Act: the Act of 1880 was passed to remove doubts 
as to whether “‘ expressions of time” related to Greenwich or 
Dublin mean time, or ‘to the mean astronomical time in each 
locality.” “Sunset” and “sunrise” are not ‘“ expressions of 
time” within the Act; they are actual physical occurrences 
which take place at different times throughout the United 
Kingdom, and the suggested importation of the reference 
Greenwich would lead to absurdities. If this definition is to be 
imported into this provision of the English Local Government 
e imported into the corresponding provision 


law officers in criminal cases where no evidence is called for the | of the Scotch Act (52 & 53 Vict. c. 50, s. 58), where the words 
defence very properly failed. To the right itself exception may | are identical, with the result that the liability of a cyclist for 
fairly be taken. In discussing recently its exercise by the | not carrying a light in Orkney would depend upon the hour of 


Attorney-General in Reg. v. Collins we referred to some instances | sunset at Greenwich upon the eveni 


in question. Had some 


of judicial condemnation of the right, and although it would | arbitrary time, such as “eight o'clock,” been used instead of 
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— in the section referred to, no doubt the Act of 1880 
would have applied, but the words actually used are plain, and 
need no statutory definition to assist their interpretation. 


A veRY important judgment was delivered on Saturday last 
jn Court of Appeal No. 2, which settles several questions on the 
construction of the portion of the Patents, &c., Act, 1883, deal- 
ing with trade-marks. In the first place, although section 65, 
which enacts that ‘‘a trade-mark must be registered for par- 
ticular goods or classes of goods,” seems to put no restriction on 
the goods for which the trade-mark may be registered, yet the 
Court of Appeal (affirming Mr. Justice Romer) have decided that 
gman cannot properly register a trade-mark for goods in which he 
does not deal or intend to deal, meaning by “ intend to deal” 

= at the time of registration some definite and present 





intention of dealing in the goods; and, therefore, if a trader 
‘registers a mark for goods in which he does not deal either 
‘when he applies for the registration or within a reasonable 
‘time afterwards, he does so at the peril of having his mark 
{subsequently expunged or varied. Secondly, the Court of 
Appeal laid it down that, in the 75th section (now section 17 
of the Act of 1888), which provides that application for 
registration of a trade-mark shall be deemed to be equivalent 
to public use of the trade-mark, public use means use at the 
time of application, and not subsequent continuous user. 
Thirdly, the court held that in section 90, which provides for 
the expunging or varying of an entry on the register on the 
application of any person aggrieved by (inter alia) any entry 
made without sufficient cause, the words ‘‘ made without 
sufficient cause ” are not to be read as ‘‘ made without sufficient 
cause at the time of registration,” so as to be confined to that 
precise time, and the court laid it dowa that if an entry is at 
any time made without sufficient cause, it ought to be treated 
as covered by the words of the section, which is quite contrary 
to previous decisions on the subject. It is, therefore, clear that 
ifa man registers a mark for soap, and he does not deal in 
soap at the date of registration or within a reasonable time 
afterwards, his registration is bad, and the mark will be ex- 
punged on a proper application. But the decision under 
consideration, although it strikes at the root of one kind of 

ulative trade-marks, does not apparently cover another 
kind—e y., a man who deals in soap registers a trade-mark for 
soap, he continues to deal in soap, but never uses the trade- 
mark which he has registered. Is this trade-mark liable to be 
expunged ? The decision under consideration is not a direct 
authority that it would be. 








_ Jzrvis’s Aor provides that when any person is charged before 
justices with an indictable offence, he shall, after the evidence 
for the prosecution is completed, be allowed to make a state- 
ment. First, however, he must be cautioned that his statement 
may be used against him. The statement, if made, must be 
taken down in writing, read over to the accused, and signed by 
the magistrate. It is then attached to the depositions and 
transmitted, as part of the depositions, to the clerk of assizo or 
clerk of the peace. Everyone with any experience of our 
criminal courts knows how often this statement is damaging, if 
not absolutely fatal, to the prisoner’s case. But whether it is 
ing to the prisoner’s case or not, it is almost the invari- 
able practice for the statement to be read to the jury at the end 
of the evidence for the prosecution, as part of the case for the 
Crown. As a rule this is done at the suggestion of the counsel 
for the prosecution. He certainly has a right to have it read as 
* of his case, and if it contains anything material, it is clear] 
duty to have it read. A case, however, was tried last —J 


case for the Crown. Any other course would have been most 
unfair, especially in the present state of the law, which closes 
the mouth of the accused. If the objection of the prosecutin 
counsel had been upheld, either the prisoner would have lost 
benefit from the statement, or else the defending counsel would 
have had to put it in as part of his case, and so have lost the 
right of reply, which is so valuable in acriminal case. It seems 
clearly the intention of Jervis’s Act that the statement should be 
read at the trial, and to read it when adverse to the accused, 
but to suppress it when favourable, hardly seems consistent 
with that almost judicial attitude which, according to the most 


eminent of our judges, is the proper attitude for a prosecut- 
ing counsel. Of course when the Criminal Evidence Bill at last 
becomes law, the statement will not be of much im Ce ; 


but as the law is at present, it is often of great importance. The 
counsel for the defence frequently founds his arguments upon 
it, and would not be at all well-advised in most cases to allow 
his client to make a fresh statement to the jury. 


WE print elsewhere a further letter from our correspondent 
Mr. Lrvaarp relating to the legal estate in registered land, in 
which he discusses our observations, ante, p. 647. We will first 
state our re-considered propositions shortly, and then deal 
specifically with the points raised in the letter. We submit, 
first, that registration with an absolute title under section 7 of 
the Act of 1875 confers a statutory estate. If the legal estate 
was vested in the applicant, then it is destroyed on registration, 
and the statutory estate becomes in effect the legal estate. If 
the legal estate was outstanding in an incumbrancer and the 
incumbrance is entered on the register, then the legal estate 
remains vested in the incumbrancer. To hold otherwise would 
affect the rights of unregistered incumbrancers infer se. Thus, 
suppose on registration there are three mort vested 
respectively in A. (who has the l estate), B., and C., and 
that O. has advanced his money without notice of B.’s mortgage, 
and that B. alone registers his mortgage under rule 118. Now 
if the registration of the land divests A.’s legal estate, O. will be 
unable, by taking a transfer of A.’s mortgage, to gain priority 
over B. Secondly, that under section 30 of the Act of 1875 the 
registered proprietor has power to transfer free from the old 
legal estate as soon as the incumbrances entered on the register 
are discharged from the register, hence a transfer for value on 
such discharge seems to destroy the legal estate. Thirdly, 
that the first registered proprietor subject to incumbrances 
must take a reconveyance of the legal estate if he desires 
to vest it in himself (the mere vacation of the incumbrance 
under rules 16 and 170 not being sufficient to get it in), 
and that when so reconveyed the legal estate will become 
extinguished in the statutory fee. Fourthly, that registration 
with a possessory title under section 8 of the Act of 1875 also 
confers a statutory fee subject to the paramount estates, and 
that any legal estate which is adverse to the interest of the 
applicant would be preserved as a paramount estate. If it 
were otherwise a mortgagee who, by reason of having got in 
the legal estate, had obtained priority for his incumbrance over 
that of some other incumbrancer, would suddenly lose his 
priority by the act of the mortgagor. Fifthly, that a paramount 
estate becomes extinguished in the statutory fee when it becomes 
vested in the registered proprietor: Ohallis R. P., 2nd ed., p. 
78. Sixthly, that a transfer for value under section 30 of the 
Act of 1875 does not pass the estate of the transferor, but confers 
a new statutory estate on the transferee, the old statutory estate 
of the transferor being destroyed. Seventhly, that a transfer 
for value under section 32 has a oe effect, but that 
paramount estates are preserved. LEighthly, that for purposes 
off the register the last transfer for value on the register will 








at the Nottingham Assizes in which the counsel for the prosecu- | 
tion took a new line. The accused person, who was a married | 
woman, had made a somewhat full statement tending to shew 
that in whatever she had done she had acted under the coercion | 
of her husband. After the evidence for the prosecution was | 
complete, counsel for the defence asked that the statement should 
read as part of the case for the Crown. Counsel for the | 
prosecution, however, objected, and claimed to have the right 
toeither put in the statement or not at his discretion. The 
judge, however, ordered the statement to be read as part of the 





| must inquire as to equities and powers. An 


become a root of title, but that persons dealing off the register 
ninthly, that to 
hold that the legal estate is got in by mere registration will not 
get over the necessity for inquiry into title for p off the 
register, as it does not follow, for instance, that use the 


legal estate is vested in the registered proprietor, he has any 
power to grant a lease. 





Next, To reply specifically to the points raised by our cor- 
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respondent, we submit—(1) That a registered proprietor can 
convey off the register what is equivalent to a legal fee in virtue 
of the statutory fee. If the registered proprietor executes a 
transfer subsequently to a conveyance by him off the register, 
which is not protected, then the transferee on registration obtains 
a new statutory estate and the old statutory estate is destroyed, 
and in effect the estate conveyed off the register is divested 
out of the original grantee. We admit the force of our cor- 
respondent’s contention that, under section 49, unregistered 
estates are to be created ‘subject to the maintenance of the 
estate” of the registered proprietor, but we contend that the 
effect which he desires to give to this qualification is too wide, 
and that the “‘estate” there intended is the estate for purposes 
of rogistered dealings only. The latter part of section 49 enables 
“any person, whether the registered proprietor or not of any 
registered land, having a sufficient estate or interest in such land” 
to create estates, rights, interests, or equities in the same manner 
as he might do if the land were not registered. If our corre- 
spondent’s view is correct, no meaning could be attributed to 
the word “estates” in this part of the section; the word 
“ equities ’ would be sufficient to cover his contention ; more- 
over, it would be impossible to create a legal term in registered 
land, or to create any legal limitations in asettlement. Further, 
“estate” in the first part of the section may be regarded as 
‘“ maintained,” though it does not remain vested in the registered 
proprietor. The maintenance of an estate does not necessarily 
mean that it is inalienable, which it would be, except by 
registered disposition, if our correspondent’s contention is 
correct ; and f our view, above expressed, is correct that a new 
estate is created on each transfer, then it would be whoily in- 
alienable. True it is that decisions on the Land Registry Act of 
1862 must be regarded with suspicion when applied to the Acts of 
1875 and 1897, but that in Re Winter is, we submit, in point, unless 
itis assumed that registration, subject to incumbrances, is not 
the same thing as registration of an equity of redemption. 
(2) The late Mr. Challis, in his note to section 65 of the Con- 
veyancing and Law of Property Act, 1881 (Conveyancing Acts, 
5th ed.), refers to Challis R. P., 2nd ed., p 305. There it will 
be observed that, though he is doubtful as to the effect of en- 
largement of a long term, he clearly thinks that a rule of the 
common law may be suspended by statute. (3) Unless the 
construction under which the outstanding legal estate is pre- 
served prevails, injustice will be worked as regards existing 
incumbrances as above pointed out. Further, we fail to under- 
stand how the other construction will make the Acts work 
better either as regards registered or unregistered dealings. If 
the legal estate is ‘‘ bottled” on the register, surely it is clear 
that this will cause grave and unnecessary inconvenience for 
operations off the register? To conclude, we must thank our 
correspondent for his contribution to this thorny question, which 
we apprehend must be decided by the courts before the Acts 
can be interpreted with any degree of certainty. 





Sxction 21, sub-section (2), of the County Courts Admiralty 
Jurisdiction Act, 1868 (31 & 32 Vict. c. 71), enables proceedings 
in an admiralty cause to be commenced ‘in the county court 
haviog admiralty jurisdiction in the district of which the owner 
of the vessel or property to which the cause relates, or his agent 
in England, resides,” and the County Court Rules, 1889, provide 
that, in cases within this enactment, the summons shall be 
served personally upon such agent unless substituted service be 
allowed (ord. 39n,r. 16). In the recent case of Zhe City of 
Agra, Baznes, J., held that the ‘‘ agent ” here referred to is an 
agent for the defendant in relation to the vessel or property to 
which the cause relates at the time the service of process is eff-cted, 
and that consequently, where, by the loss of the defendant’s 
ship before action brought, such agency has, at the time in 
question, ceased, the service is bad and must be set aside. This 
decision, which is one of first iaipression, seems to be warranted 
by the language of the enactment above set out. Whether, 
however, it will be held to apply in the conceivable case of the 
loss of a ship not immediately determining the agency for all 
purposes, and of the action being commenced before such deter- 
mination, may well be doubted. 





Great regret will be felt at the wanton attack made last 
Monday upon Judge Parry at the Manchester County Court, 
The assailant, Witt1am Tayor, was a bailiff, whose certificate 
the judge had just cancelled for irregularities, and whom he 
had ordered to pay £10 towards the costs of the applicants, 
Several shots were fired, two of which took effect, but the 
wounds, though serious, were happily not fatal, and accordi 
to the latest accounts the judge is progressing favourably, J— 
there is hope of a fairly speedy recovery. Assaults upon judges 
are fortunately rare, and in this country almost unknown. In 
the High Court there was the attack on Sir Gzorce Jzsszx in 
1878, which, however, proved harmless, and the county courts, 
where one would expect to find men’s passions less aroused, 
have a precedent in the attack made on the late Judge Bris. 
TOWE some years ago. Judge Parry, who formerly practised 
at Manchester, was appointed to the county court bench in 1894, 








THE FINANCIAL RELATIONS BETWEEN COUNTIES 
AND BOROUGHS UNDER THE LOCAL GOVERN. 
MENT ACT, 1888. 


Tue decision of the Court of Appeal in The Mayor, §c., of 
Thetford v. The Norfolk County Council has set at rest several 
vexed questions as to the financial relations between counties 
and boroughs under the Local Government Act, 1888, and 
in doing so has overruled more than one decision of the Queen’s 
Bench Division. 

The Act divides boroughs having separate courts of quarter 
sessions and not being ‘‘county boroughs” into two classes, 
according to whether their population amounted to ten thousand 
in the year 1881 or fell below that figure, and each class is 
separately, and in many respects very differently, dealt with. 
Section 35 (as its opening words shew) deals exclusively with 
the class of larger boroughs, and enacts, amongst other things, 
that in the case of those boroughs “ the payment of the costs of 
assizes and sessions shall be a general county purpose”’ to 
which the borough parishes are to contribute. Section 38 
applies to boroughs having a population of less than ten 
thousand in 1881, and contains no such provision as that last 
referred to. There would, therefore, seem to be little difficulty 
upon the actual provisions of the statute; in the case of the 
larger boroughs, the liability to pay the costs of assizes and 
sessions was transferred from the borough to the county; in 
the case of the smaller boroughs, their liability was to remain 
unaltered. The reason for this distinction is not clear, and the 
precise meaning of the words “costs of assizes and sessions” 
may not be free from doubt. 

In 1891 these sections were considered by SrerHen and 
Vavenan Witurams, JJ., in Ex parte The Kent County Council 
(1891, 1 Q. B. 389), with reference to the boroughs of Dover 
and Sandwich, which represented respectively the two classes 
of boroughs already referred to. The extraordinary result 
arrived at was that in the larger borough, Dover, the salary of 
the recorder and other expenses connected with quarter sessions 
remained payable out of the borough fund, while in Sandwich, 
a smaller borough, these expenses were thrown on the county. 
This decision, though based upon a more general consideration 
of the scheme of the Act than it is possible to indicate in this 
place, seems to involve a strange misapprehension of the 
sections (35 and 38) which deal directly with these two classes 
of boroughs, and it has never been accepted as a satisfactory 
expositionofthelaw. In Zhe Mayor of Thetfordy. The Norfolk County 
Council (1898, 1 Q. B. 141), Writs, J., declined to follow it. 
He held that in the case of a smaller borough, the Act of 1888 
has not transferred the liability to pay the salary of the recorder 
and clerk of the peace to the county council, and his view has 
been upheld by the Court of Appeal. x parte Kent County 
Council must therefore be considered as definitely overruled ; at 
least, so far as concerns the part of the decision which relates to 
the matters at issue in Thetford v. The Norfolk County Council. 
It deals with a variety of other matters which did not arise in 
the latter case. 

A further point was decided in favour of the county council 
by the Court of Appeal in the Thetford case, and in it they 
differed from Wits, J., in the court below and overruled two 
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decisions by which he was bound—Cornwall County Council v. 
Town Council of Truro (63 L. J. M. C. 60); and Re Herefordshire 
County Council and Leominster (1895, 1 Q. B. 43). This point 
turned on section 84 of the Act of 1888, the question being 
whether the salary of the clerk to the borough justices in pett, 

sessions was now payable by the county or by the boroug 

council. The section enacts that “the county council 
shall pay to the salaried clerks of petty sessional divisions 
such salaries as may be fixed under the enactments 
relating to those clerks.” Here the difficulty was occasioned 
by the use of the expression “‘salaried clerks of petty sessional 
divisions.”” Borough petty sessions are held under the Petty 
Sessions Act, 1849 (12 & 13 Vict. c. 18), and that Act provides 
that the district for which such sessions are held—viz., the 
borough—“ shall be deemed a petty sessional division within 
the meaning of any Acts of Parliament already made, or here- 
after to be made, having relation to such petty sessions.” Primd 
facie, therefore, it would seem that the enactment in section 84 
of the Act of 1888 applies to boroughs as well as to other 
petty sessional divisions. But against this view it is to be 
observed that the expression “‘ salaried clerk of a petty ses- 
sional division” is used in the Justices’ Olerks At, 1877 
(40 & 41 Vict. c. 43), in a manner which clearly confines 
it to county, and not borough, petty sessional divisions ; and 
section 84 of the Local Government Act, 1888, forms, with 
section 83, a group of sections under the heading ‘ Officers,” 
and none of the officers dealt with in section 83 are officers in 
boroughs. Marnew and Cartes, JJ., in the Herefordshire case 
(following the Zruro case) held that section 84 applied to clerks 
to borough justices, on the ground that, ty virtue of 
12 & 13 Vict. c. 18, a borough having a separate com- 
mission of the peace is a petty sessional division, 
and is therefore within the words of section 84. Ws, J., in the 
Thetford case was bound by these decisions and followed them, 
apparently with approval. The Court of Appeal have taken the 
contrary view, thus settling in favour of county councils a point 
of considerable doubt and difficulty. 

In connection with the part of the decision which deals with 
the salaries of the recorder and clerk of the peace of a smaller 
quarter sessions borough, it may be pointed out that if any such 
borough desires to sacrifice its dignity to considerations of 
economy, a way is opened by section 38 (7) of the Act of 1888, 
under which it may present a petition to the Queen in Council 
for a revocation of the grant of quarter sessions, and in this 
way escape the liability to pay these salaries in the future— 
subject, of course, to making compensation to any existing 
interests which would be affected. 








THE LAND TRANSFER RULES. 
XII, 


Part IV.—Minor entries in the register (continued).— Determina- 
tion of a lease-—An expired lease which is noted on the register 
as an incumbrance is to be cancelled on the application of any 
person interested (rule 172). This supplements the defective 
provisions of the Act of 1875, which enabled the notification of 
the determination of leases of registered leasehold land only 
(section 20). 

When a lease expires by merger, surrender, or re-entry the 
registrar is to inquire into the title off the register before cancel- 
ling the lease (rule 174). Where the lessor has recovered posses- 
sion by legal process for non-payment of rent, the registrar 
should not, we conceive, cancel the lease until the expiration of six 
months, the period allowed under 4 Geo. 2, c. 28, during which 
the lessee may apply for relief. Where the lessor has peaceably 
re-entered for non-payment of rent, query whether the registrar 
may vacate the lease on account of such re-entry: Howard v. 
Fanshawe (1895, 2 Oh. 581). 

Restrictive covenants.—The provisions of the Acts and Rules as 
to restrictive covenants are of considerable importance, and we 
will deal with them somewhat at length. 

Section 84 of the Act of 1875 is as follows: 

Where any land is about to be registered, or any registered land is 
about to be transferred to a purchaser for valuable consideration, 








there be segistesed as epnened thenete, enbjes) So genaml rules 
cell is ho Deel manner, a condition that such land or any 
specified portion thereof is not to be built on, or is to be or not to be 
used in a manner, or any other condition running with or 


of the court, on proof to the satisfaction of the court that such modi- 
fication will be beneficial to the persons principally interested in the 
enforcement of such condition. 

This is amended as follows by the Act of 1897 : 


Conditions may be annexed to land at time, and the section 
shall apply to any restrictive condition capable of affecting assigus by 
way of notice. 

The burdenof a — restrictive covenantin equity devolves 
on purchasers who take with notice thereof: Zulk v. Moxhay, 2 
Ph. 774; hence an entry of a restrictive condition under the above 
section will give the transferee of the land notice thereof, and so 
bind him in equity. Restrictive conditions must be so framed 
as to be clear and intelligible when placed on the register 
without reference to any document or matter of law or fact 
which does not appear thereon (First Schedule, Form 32). Ooly 
restrictive covenants are to be registered. Oovenants to expend 
money or to do any work on the land cannot be registered, and 
should be made the subject of te agreement: (1); 
though notice of a right of re-entry for enforcing such a 
covenant may be entered on the register: see section 18 of the 
Act of 1875, last paragraph, as amended by the Act of 1897, 
First Schedule. 

The benefit of a restrictive covenant may be entered in the 
property register (rule 3), but the benefit of the covenant will 
not in some cases with land unless expressly assigned : 
Renals v. Cowlishaw (9 Oh. D. 125, 11 Ch. D. 866); Zverett v. 
Remington (1892, 3 Ch. 148); hence, unless the form of transfer 
may be varied to include the benefit of the covenant, an 
assignment will be necessary off the register. A purchaser of 
registered land entitled to the benefit of a restrictive covenant 
muat, either by searching the back transfers or by investi- 
gation of the title off the register, satisfy himself that he gets 
the benefit of the covenant. 

It may be that rule 3 is, as regards the benefit of a covenant, 
only intended to be used where, as is sometimes provided in a 
building scheme, the owner of each plot comprised in the 
scheme is to have power to enforce the covenants whether 
expressly assigned or not. On first registration with an abso- 
lute title, if conditions are to be annexed, they are to be stated 
in or delivered with the application (rule 26). 

The last paragraph of the section of the Act of 1875 above 
set out seems to confer a wider jurisdiction on thé court to 
modify or discharge the restrictive covenants than that exercised 
in Duke of Bedford v. Trustees of British Museum (2 M. & R, 
552); and see Knight v Simmonds (1896, 2 Oh. 294). 

Entry restraining a disposition by a sole surviving proprietor .— 
Section 83 (3) of the Act of 1875 contained provisions enabling 
joint proprietors with their consent to make an entry on the 
register to the effect that when the number of such proprietors 
should be reduced below a certain specified number no registered 
disposition should be made without an order of the court. 
These provisions are amended by the Act of 1897, and the entry 
is made compulsory unless the regi is satisfied that the joint 
proprietors are entitled for their own benefit, and the =— 
is given power to make the order, in place of the court, after an 
inquiry into title. These provisions were designed for the pro- 
tection of the beneficiaries against a sole surviving trustee. 

By the rules, however, an entry under section 83 (3) of the 
Act of 1875 need not be made where evidence is produced that 
a sole surviving trustee has power of disposition (rule 176). 
We conceive, therefore, that in tice an entry will rarely be 
made under section 83 (3) of the Act of 1875: see Trustee Act, 
1893, s. 22, which provides for the survivorship of trusts and 
powers, and compare Settled Land Act, 1882, s. 39 as to 
payment of capital money to not less than two Settled Land Act 
trustees unless the settlement either expressly or impliedly (as 
in Re Garnett Orme & Hargreave’s Contract, 25 Oh. D. 595) 
authorizes the receipt of one trustee. If Settled Land Act 
trustees (though having no express powers of sale) are to be 
registered as proprietors of leasehold settled land (as to which, 
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query), then an entry under section 83 (3) of the Act of 1875 
would in that case appear to be proper if the settlement did not 
enable a sole trustee to give a receipt. The form of entry is 
provided for in the First Schedule to the rules: see Form 47. 

Entry of value on the register.—On first registration and on 
subsequent transfer the registrar is, whenever practicable, to 
enter in the register the price paid or value declared (rule 193). 
This will give most useful information to intending mortgagees 
where a formal valuation is to be dispensed with. In order to 
ascertain the fees payable, the registrar has power to require 
evidence of value, and in ordinary cases a written certificate of 
value by a solicitor will be accepted (rule 255). 

Part V.—Miscellaneous.— Certificates. —Forms of land and 
charge certificates are prescribed ; the land certificate is to be 
made up in divisions corresponding to the divisions of the 
register (rules 2 and 195). 

A proprietor may deposit his certificate in the registry, where 
it will be officially endorsed from time to time: Act of 1897, 
8. 8(4) (ii). Whenever delivered out a receipt for it is to be 
given, and whenever a certificate is deposited in the registry a 
note to that effect is to be entered in the proprietorship register 
(rule 196). No new certificate is to be issued unless the 
existing certificate is delivered up to be cancelled, except in the 
cases mentioned in the Act of 1897, s. 8 (3), which provides for 
the issue of a new certificate where the old certificate has been 
lost or destroyed on proof of the loss or destruction, and the 
issue of certain advertisements (rule 197). The case of the issue 
of a new certificate ona sale by a chargee under his power of 
sale, which is expressly provided for by the Act of 1897, s. 8 (4), 
seems to have been overlooked by the Rule Committee. It is 
also submitted that the rules should provide for the issue of a 
new certificate on a foreclosure order absolute. 

The registrar has power (rule 198) to appoint a solicitor to 
inspect certificates and to endorse the same on behalf of the 
registry. This we apprehend will be an extremely useful power 
in the case of dealings in the country. 
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Rate). By JoHNn FREDERICK ARCcHBOLD, Esq,, Barrister-at-Law. 
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CORRESPONDENCE. * 
REGISTRATION OF TITLE. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. ] 


Sir,—I am much obliged for the prominence given to my letter 
(ante, p. 652) by your editorial observations upon it. There are, 
however, two or three points raised in those observations to which I 
wish to reply. 

(1) You say that ‘‘if a registered proprietor conveys his land by 
unregistered disposition, the legal estate (if vested in him) passes to 
the grantee subject to be divested by a registered disposition (see Act 
of 1875, section 49).” That section, however, contains the qualifyin 
words, ‘‘ sabject to the maintenance of the estate and right of code 








egal estate from 

so, the only safe plan for a purchaser from a mortgagee selling under 
a mortgage executed before first registration would be to have 
himself registered (under rule 97) as proprietor in the place of the 
mortgagor. 

The difficulty is that there is no express statutory enactment or 
rule providing for the vesting of the fee in a substituted proprietor; 
except in the case of a transferee from the registered proprietor, or 
from the proprietor of a registered charge: What is required is à 
rule applying section 27 of the 1875 Act to a registered incumbrancer 
whose mortgage was prior to registration; also similarly applying 
section 8, sub-section 4, of the 1897 Act, and repealing rule 97 so far 
as it requires production of the land certificate or office copy registered 
lease, which it might be difficult, if not impossible, to obtain in the 
cases to which that rule applies. As for the decision in Re Winter, I 
do not see that it is applicable, being under the Act of 1862, which 
does not vest the fee in the registered owner. Removal from the 
register would not of itself divest the fee from the registered 
proprietor. 

(2) You say that the rule against two common law fees existing in 
the same land may be suspended by force of a statute, instanci 
section 65 of the Conveyancing Act, 1881, but the late Mr. Challis in 
his note on that section (Conveyancing Acts, 5th ed.) appears to have 
held that, by virtue of the rule in question, the enlargement of a 
term thereunder would have the effect of destroying the estate of the 
reversioner. 

(3) The validity of my conteation depends, of course, on the con- 
struction of section 8 of the 1875 Act; but I submit that the second 
construction alluded to in your second article is at least quite as 
logical as the other one, and should therefore prevail on the other 
grounds stated. Jno. T. LINGARD, 

Manchester, July 21. 


[See observations in ‘‘ Current Topics.” —Eb. 9. J.] 





APPOINTMENT OF NEW TRUSTEES OF DEBENTURE TRUST 
DEED. 


[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. } 


Sir,—I shall be much obliged if any of your readers would tell me 
what the practice is on appointing new trustees of debenture trust 
deeds as to vesting the trust premises in the new trustees. The 
usual form of declaration vesting the trust estate in new trustees 
expressly excludes the legal estate or interest in copyhold or cus- 
tomary liaile or hereditaments and lands or hereditaments vested in 
the outgoing and continuing trustees, or any of them, by way of 
mortgage for securing money subject to the trusts ; and these words 
are expressly founded on section 12 of the Trustee Act, 1893, which 
supersedes section 34 of the Conveyancing Act, 1881. 

My difficulty is that the whole of the properties which are con- 
veyed to trustees for debenture-holders appear to be expressly 
within sub-section 3 of section 12, as such properties are of course 
conveyed by way of mortgage to secure the amount of the debenture 
stock. If the section does not apply to the case of a debenture trust 
deed, it appears necessary to have a conveyance of the trust estate, 
and the convenient method of vesting under the section is in- 
applicable. 

Can any of your readers favour me with any authority bearing on 
the question ? SUBSCRIBER. 

July 26. 








Mr. Justice Bigham, while sitting as an additional judge of the 
Chancery Division, disposed, says the Times, of forty-three out of the 
forty-six Chancery witness actions assigned to him. 


The Lord Chief Justice of Irland, in sentencing a prisoner at Wick- 
low Assizes on Saturday, said he was strongly in favour of the Bill now 
before Parliament which proposes to allow prisoners to give evidence on 
their own behalf. He expressed himself in favour of prisoners being 
cross-examined, and said no judge worth his salt would permit irrelevant 
cross-examination. 

One of the stories told by Judge Parry, who has a keen sense of humour, 
is, says the Daily News, of a Jewish woman who was summoned before 
him for the non-payment of a week’s rent. ‘* Why don’t you pay the 
money?’’ he asked her. ‘‘ Last Friday week when I was cooking & 
rabbit—’’ she began. ‘* My good woman,”’ interrupted the judge, “‘ never 
mind the rabbit, but tell me why you didn’t pay the rent.’ “Iam 
telling you,’’ retorted the woman, ‘‘if you will only let me. List 
Friday week as I was cooking a rabbit, the soot fell down and spoiled 
the rabbit, and do you think I was going to pay rent for that week?” 
He tells another story of two Jewish litigants, one of whom offered to bet 
twenty pounds he was right. Judge Parry turned to the other litigant 
and asked if he was prepared to make a similar bet, but he replied sadly 
that he had no money. Later on, however, finding the case goi 
arainst him, and thinking to strengthen his cause, he cried excitedly, “ 
will bet ten pounds of my father’s money.” 


July 30, 1898. | 
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NEW ORDERS, &c. 
THE LAND TRANSFER ACT, 1897. 
ORDER IN CoUNCIL. 


At the Court at Windsor, the 18th day of July, 1898. Present : The 
Queen’s Most Excellent Majesty in Council. 


Pursuant to the 20th section of the Land Transfer Act, 1897, Her 
Majesty, by and with the advice of Her Most Honourable Privy 
Council, is pleased to order and declare, and it is hereby ordered and 
declared, with t to the county of London, as follows : 

Registration of title to land is to be compulsury on sale in the 
several portions of the county mentioned in the first column of the 
Schedule hereto, on and after the respective days mentioned in the 
—— of the ep Schedule. 

In this er ‘‘ parish’ means a place for which a separate poor- 
rate is or can be made, or for which a separate overseer is or 4 sa be 
appointed, and the boundaries of each such parish shall be those 
constituted and limited at the date of this Order. © 

This Order may be amended or added to or led by Order in 
Council. . H. Harrison. 

THE SCHEDULE. 





| Days on and after which 
Portions of the County. } registration of title to land 
| is to be compulsory on sale. 
| 








The parishes of Hampstead, Saint Pancras, — 
Saint Marylebone, and Saint George’s, 
Hanover-square . . . . ‘ 

The parishes of Shoreditch, Bethnal Green, 
Mile End Old Town, Wapping, Saint 
George’s-in-the-East, Shadwell, Ratcliff, 
Limehouse, Bow, Bromley, and Poplar . 

The remainder of the County (not including 
the City of London) north of the centre 
line of the River Thames, except North 


1st November, 1898, 


. 
— eee 


1st March, 1899. 


1st October, 1899. 


Woolwich ‘ . \ . é 
The remainder of the County, not includin 

the City of London . ° ° . * Ist January, 1900. 
The City of London 1st July, 1900. 


LAND, ENGLAND. 
LAND REGISTRY. 


LAND TRANSFER Acts, 1875 and 1897. 
[ Draft.] 
ORDER AS TO FEEs. 
Note.—The following fees must be considered in connection with 
the A) Fe hereinafter contained. 

-) For entry of first proprietorship of land with a possessory 
* for registration of charges, and transfers of land and charges, 
—* — consideration; and for removal of land from the 

egister : 








Value of Land or Amount of Charge. Fee. 





Not exceeding £1,000 .., ls. 6d. for every £25 or part of 
£25. 

£3 for the first £1,000, and 1s. 
for every £25 or part of £26 
over £1,000. 

£7 for the first £3,000, and 1s. 
for every £50 or part of £50 
over £3,000. 

£14 for the first £10,000, and Is. 
for every £100 or part of £100 

| over £10,000, up to a maxi- 

| mum of £25 for £32,000. 

(B.) For registration of transmissions, and of transfers not for 
value (including exchanges), notices of leases, rectifications of the 
Register under the 95th section of the Act cf 1875, and entries and 
corrections under Rules 97 and 117 :— ‘ 

One-quarter of the above fees, according to the capital value of 
the interest dealt with, with a minimum a ls, and a 


Exceeding £1,000 and not ex- 
ceeding £3,000. 


Exceeding £3,000 and not ex- | 
ceeding £10,000. 


Exceeding £10,000 oi in 


maximum of £5. 

(C.) For entry of first proprietorship of leasehold land on the 
occasion of the original grant of the lease; for entry of first pro- 
prietorship of freehold land with a ry title on the occasion of 
a grant, wholly or partly in consideration of a rent; and for * 
tration of the transferee on a transfer of freehold land ona li 
occasion :— 





In of the rent 2s. for every £10 a year, and 
In recpech of the peetams Ge Oy 


&3 


amount as above prescribed for a er for value of land. 
Provided that no greater feo than £10 be paid in any ones. 
Bo ee okey ee ip of with an absolute or 
quali title :— 


Three times the fee prescribed for registration of a possessory 

on + with a —— — 

) For registration e proprietorship of an incumbrance, 
prior to registration, and of a transfer or transmission thereof :— 
The same fee as for registration of a charge or of a transfer or 

transmission thereof respectively. 
(F.) For a land certificate, or certificate of , except where 
required by the Acts or Rules to be issued free of o -—, 


s. d. 
Where the value of the land or charge does not 
exceed £200 * —* ose hos * 0100 
Exceeds £200, but does not exceed £1,000 ! , : 
” ,000 e+e ere eee re ee see s 
(G.) For alteri a land certificate to correspond with the 
se mary except where such alteration is req by the or 
Rules to be made free of charge :— 
Half the fee for a certificate. 
8. 
H.) For registering an inhibition * one ah 0 
‘or annexing conditions to land... — ace * 0 
For entering notice of an estate in dower or by the — 
For ing or settling a statement for the Court ... 0 
For tering @ caution or restriction ... — 10 
For alteration or withdrawal of an inhibition ... 10 
For discharging or al conditions ... + ove 0 10 
For entering a note or notice under the 18th section of 
the Act of 1875 ... ads wis lane * ove «» 0 10 
For an entry negativing or altering implied covenants, 
powers, priorities, &c, ... * om ate * 10 
For ination of a married woman by an officer of 
the Registry ae eee ane she ms — 10 
For comparison of abstracts with deeds, by officers of 
the istry-—per hour ... * — * 10 
For en an additional address for service.. 10 


tering 
For inspection of the Register after removal 
a) if within one year of the removal P 
b) after one year from the removal * 
For a certificate of result of official search—per title... 
For alteration or withdrawal of a caution or restriction 
For a summons _.. ote ove gee bie * 
For inspection of any document not referred to on the 
For me A = al the Register, for which no other fee is 
For noting the determination of a lease, or of an 
estate in dower, or by the curtesy_... * * 
For taking an affidavit or declaration ... : ‘i 
For each exhibit thereto ... ove ees eee ane 
For entering notice of a mortgage by deposit of 


of land 


_P bo oa o ooo 
woo eee 6 © coece C6 © © © cooses oo 


coo oco co cS escocoseo oo co fF BNIOIIOOO- FF 
on 


certificate ... * oes * ase ° 1 
For every notice under the Registry stamp 1 
For — —— —— 90 = 
For copies of plans... ow on arges, according 

* time labour em: R 
as the Registrar 
time to time authorize 


RULES. 
1. The above fees include, in the matters to which they relate, all 


nD statio: and done in the Registry; the pre- 
paration, issue, yn A 3 it of certificates wherever such 
issue, endorsement, or deposit is obligatory ; discharges of incum- 
brances ; the filing of auxiliary documents (if any); and all other 
neceasary costs of and incidental to the completion of each r - 
tion or transaction. They also include, in districts where tion 
of title is comp , any surveying that may be necessary to enable 
the land to be iden on the ordnance 

2. Where an application for first with absolute title is 
completed with à qualified title only, such abatement (if any) in the 
fee may be made as the Registrar may deem reasonable, under the 
———— 

3. The fees of any ma volving an 
into title po ee of the fees of conveyancing 
and of any costs or expenses incurred by the Registry in regard to 
the matter. 

4. Where land, already registered with a possessory title, is to be 
registered with a qi or an absolute title; or where land, 
already regi with a qualified title, is to be registered with an 
absolute , the Registrar may make such abatement (if any) in 





the fee as he shall deem reasona 
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5. The fee for an entry in, or withdrawal from the Register 


affecting several titles whereof the same person is registered as 
proprietor, shall be the same as for an application respecting one 
title only. In other cases an extra fee of 2s. 6d. shall charged 


for every title affected after the first. 

6. Where a transfer for value and a charge are registered together 
only half the fee shall be paid in respect of the charge. 

7. Where an application is made by post, the fee may be paid by 
— draft, or by postal or post office order, or in Bank of 

notes. 

8. The fee for the first registration of leasehold land shall include 
the entry of a notice of the lease against the lessor’s title, if 
regis . 

9. When a transfer of freehold land in consideration of a rent, or a 
transfer by which mines and minerals are dealt with separately, is 
registered, the fee shall not include the registration of the proprietor 
of the rent, or of the severed.land or mines and minerals respectively, 
as the case may be, for which a separate fee shall be payable as on 
a transfer of land. 

10. The fee payable for registration of proprietorship of an incum- 
brance, if made on the first registration of land, shall be reduced to 
one quarter of the fee above prescribed. 

11. The fee for every entry of, and in respect of, a caution, 
inhibition or restriction, condition, note or notice of any kind, shall 
not be payable when such entry is made on the first registration of 
land, or on any registration for which an ad valorem fee is payable. 

12. The amount of an average rent for the purposes of these fees 
shall be ascertained in the same manner as for the purposes of Inland 
Revenue Stamp Duty. 

13. Where a charge or incumbrance is also secured on unregistered 
land as well as on registered land, an abatement in the fee shall be 
made, proportional to the value of the unregistered land as compared 
with the value of the whole security. 

14, The word “land ” includes both freehold and leasehold land, 
and every hereditament the title to which may be registered under 
the Land Transfer Acts. 

15. When boundaries are to be noted on the Register as 
accurately defined, such additional charges may be made for 
mapping and surveying as the Registrar shall in each case direct. 

16. Where land is transferred subject to charges or incumbrances, 
no deduction from the value of the land is to be made in respect 
thereof, except where the transfer is to a mortgagee, in which case 
* oe = the equity of redempticn shall be taken to be the value 
of the land. 








Court of Appeal. 


CORPORATION OF THETFORD v. NORFOLK COUNTY COUNCIL. No.1. 
25th July. 


Locat Government—Covusty Counctt—Boroven wunper 10,000 HAvING 
SerakaTgE QvarTER Szsstons—Costs or Sesstons—LocaL GovERNMENT 
Act, 1888 (51 & 52 Vicr. c. 41) ss. 35, 38, 84. 

Appeal by the plaintiffs and cross appeal by the defendants, from the 
judgment of Wills, J., at the trial of the action. The borough of Thet- 
ford contained a population of less than 10,000, and was situate, for 
administrative purposes, in the county of Norfolk. It had a separate 
court of quarter sessions, presided over by a recorder, and a clerk of the 

ce, both of whose salaries before and since the Local Government Act, 

888, were paid out of the borough fund. The borough had also a 

separate court of petty cersions, and the clerk to the borough justices in 

petty ceesions was paid a salary out of the borough fund. The plaintiffs 
claimed a declaration that under section 38 of the Local Government Act, 

1888, the liability to pay the salaries of the recorder, the clerk of the 

ce, and the clerk to the borough justices in petty sessions, was trans- 
erred to the county council, and they claimed to be reimbursed the 

salaries so paid by them. Wills, J., refusing to follow the decision of a 

divisiunal court (Stephen and Vaughan Williams, JJ.) in Ex parte Kent 

County Council and Borough of Sandwich (1891, 1 Q. B. 389, 39 W. R. Dig. 

114), held that the obligation to pay the salaries of the recorder and of 

the clerk of the peace were not transferred to the county council, but, 

following the decision in Re Herefordshire County Council (1895, 1 Q. B. 43, 

43 W. BR. Dig. 101), that the salary of the clerk to the justices in petty 

sessions was so transferred. By section 35 of the Local Government Act, 

1888, in the case of the quarter sessions of boroughs, not being county 

boroughs, containing a population of 10,000 or upwards, the following 

provisions shall apply : . (5) ‘* The payment of the costs of assizes 
and sessions shall be a general county purpore for which the parishes in 
the borough may be assessed to county contributions, and all costs of 
prosecutions mentioned in section 169 of the Municipal Corporations Act, 
1882, shall be paid out of the county fund.’’ Section 38 applied to 


boroughs having a eeparate court of quarter eersions and containing a 
se of less than 10,000, but there was no provision similar to that 
sub-rection 5 of section 35. 
Tux Cover (A. L. Smitu, Ricny, and Vavcnan Wruiiams, L.JJ.) 


pressed into the service and construed as a general provision not limited 
to boroughs with a population of 10,000 and upwards. The Legisia. 
ture had dealt differently with quarter sessions boroughs having a popula. 
tion of 10,000, and quarter sessions boroughs having a smaller population, 
The smaller boroughs were not without a remedy, — by sub-section 
7 of section 38 they could petition Her Majesty to revoke the grant of g 
court of quarter sessions and aleo a grant of a commission of the peace, 
In his opinion the decision in Ex parte Kent County Council and Borough of 
Sandwich was wrong. As regards the salary of the clerk to the 
justices in petty sessions, section 84 of the Act of 1888 did not tranfer 
obligation of paying his salary on to the county council. ‘That section dealt 
with salaried clerks of county petty sessional divisions and not with 
salaried clerks of borough petty sessional divisions. Therefore the 

laintiffs were liable to pay the salary of their own clerk to their own 

rough petty sessions. In his opinion the decision in Re Herefordshirs 

County Council was wrong. 

Ricpy, L.J., read a judgment to the same effect. 

Vavcuan Wiurams, L.J., also read a judgment agreeing with the 
above, saying that upon consideration he had come to the conclusion that 
his decision in Ex parte Kent County Council and Borough of Sandwich was 
wrong.—CounseL, Crump, Q.C., Rufus Isaacs, Q.C., and Le Riche ; Sir R. 
T. Reid, Q.C., and W. Wills. Soxtcrrors, Ford, Lloyd, Bartlett, § Michel. 
more, for J. Houchen, Thetford ; Sharpe, Parker, § Co., for C. Foster, Nor- 
wich. 





{Reported by W. F. Barry, Barrister-at-Law. | > 
Re J. BATT & CO.’8 TRADE-MARKS. No 2. 13th and 22nd July. 


TRADE-MARK—REGISTER OF “TRADE-MARKS—REGISTRATION FOR CLASS oF 
Goops IN WHICH THE PERSON REGISTERING DOBS NOT DEAL AND HAS NO 
Dertnirg Intention oy Dgeatinc—RemovaL From RecistsR—Parents, 
Desicns, AND Trapg-Marxs Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vicr. c. 57), ss. 75, 90 
—Parents, Destcns, AND Trapg-Marxs Act, 1888 (51 & 52 Vicr. c. 50), 
s. 17—Pracrice—ArrgaL—JvupcGe’s Notgs—APPLICATION TO BE MADE Iy 
Goop Time. 

This was an appeal by Mr. Kottgen, trading as John Batt & Co., frama 
decision of Romer, J., who had held that a dealer could not register a 
trade-mark for classes of goods in which he did not deal, and had not at 
the time any definite intention of dealing; and who had accordingly 
ordered John Batt & Co.’s trade-mark to be removed from the register. 
The case was argued on the 13th of July, and judgment, which was then 
reserved, was delivered on the 22nd. 

Tue Covet (Linpiey, M.R., and Currry, and Coins, L.JJ.) dismissed 
the appeal. 

Linpiey, M.R., read the judgment of the court as follows: One trade- 
mark, No. 27,850, was registered in July, 1882, in the name of J. Batt & 
Co., for several classes of goods, including class 42. The other trade- 
mark, No. 72,790, was registered in August, 1888, in the same name, for 
class 42 alone. Both trade-marks consisted of a butterfly with open 
wings. Class 42 was as follows: ‘‘ Substances used as food or as 
ingredients in food.” It includes cereals. Messrs. James Carter & Oo, 
the well-known seed merchants, applied to — a butterfly with closed 
wings for oats, which were comprised in 42. The Comptroller 
refused to register this as there were already on the register the butterflies 
of J. Batt & Co. for class 42. Thereupon Messrs. Carter & Co. applied to 
expunge these marks. The main ground for expunging them, and for the 
decision of the learned judge, was that J. Batt & Co. never dealt in goods 
in class 42, and were not justified in registering any trade-mark for 
goods in that class. The appeal was based on two grounds—(1) that the 
evidence did not warrant the conclusion of fact arrived at by the learned 
judge, and (2) that, even if the fact was as he stated, such fact was 
not sufficient to entitle the court to remove the marks from the register. 
As regards the fact of user, everything depends on the evidence of Mr, 
Kottgen. He carried on business in the name of John Batt & Oo., and 
he registered the marks in question. He said he was an exporter of and 
dealer in every kind of goods, including articles of food. But in cross- 
examination he refused to give any information as to the kind of goods 
in class 42 which he exported or dealt in. He said in re-examination 
that he had exported or dealt in confectionery, biscuits, aud butter. It 
came out clearly that he never exported or dealt in oats. But he intended 
to export or deal in anything he could. His demeanour in the witness- 
box was such as to lead Romer, J., to say that he was a very unsatisfac- 
tory witness, and was not to be relied upon when he spoke of the user 
of his trade-marks in connection with any goods comprised in class 42. 
His manager, Greimer, has made an affidavit stating, like his master, 
that J. Batt & Co.’s business extended to goods comprised in class 42, 
but giving no instances, and after his master’s cross-examination it was 
not thought necessary to cross-examine Greimer. There was one other 
piece of evidence of very great importance, which was that J. Batt & Co. 
had a large number of trade-marks, and that the register contained no 
less than 169 entries in their name. Stevens, a member of the firm, 
had offered all these except fourteen for sale, and the fourteen not for 
sale did not include any registered mark applicable to class 42. Under 
these circumstances we are unable to come to the conclusion that 
the learned judge was wrong in his view of the facts 
This brings us to the question of law. We will assume that Mr. 
Kottgen, when he obtained registration of his marks, was a general 
exporter and dealer, exporting and dealing in goods of various descrip- 
tions, but not, in fact, exporting or dealing in goods in class 42, alth 
ready to do co if opportunity offered. We will assume, further, that 
has always been, and is stil), ready to do so, but, that he has not even yet 
exported or dealt in any goods in that class except confectionary, bisc — 
and butter, which exception we will assume in his favour. A question 





Gismiseed the appeal and allowed the cross-appeal. 
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A. L. Surru, L.J., said that sub-section 5 of section 35 could not be 
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jaw then arises, which may be stated shortly as follows. Can a man 
perly register a trade-mark = in which he does not deal or 
Pitend to deal; meaning by intendin to deal, ha at the time of 
registration some definite and present intention to deal in certain goods, 
or descriptions of goods, and not a mere general intention of ex 
his business at some future time to anything which he may think desir- 
able? This —— we answer in the negative. To answer it otherwise 
will be unduly to strain the 28 of the Acts rela to trade-marks, 
and to render those Acts extremely mischievous of beneficial to 
trade and commerce. The Trade-Mark Registration Acts presuppose some 
business or trade in some kind of goods made, sold, or otherwise dealt 
with in the way of business. Although section 75 of the Act of 1883 said 
that ‘‘ registration of a trade-mark shall be equivalent to public use of the 
trade-mark ’’ this language, even when in force, did not and could not 
mean that continued registration was equivalent to continued user. So to 
construe the language would lead to the irrational conclusion that a man 
might properly register a trade-mark for any goods he chose, although he 
carried on no trade or business in them at all, Such a person if proper] 
on the register might then object to anybody else registering that ave A 
(see eection 72) without buying him off. Section 75 was addressed to the 
time of registration; it substituted registration for previous user and 
reputation gained by it. The corresponding section of the prior Act of 
1875 (viz., section 2) was discussed in Bdwards v. Dennis, Re Edwards’ 


JACOB v. JACOB. No. 2. 22nd July. 


Wiut—Reat Esrare—Interngst Acqurrep sy Trstator Arran Dare or 
Wu, Wueruer Disrossp or—Revocation oy Daviss ny OrgRatIon or 
Law—Intextion—Oitp Law Barons Writs Act, 1837 (7 W. tv. anp 1 
Vier. c. 26)—Rastpvary Deviss. 


will, dated. the Both or July i832, devised — 3 A Sn 
’ ie 8 8 roperty to 
such and thesame uses, and u — —— — 
and purposes as were laid declared in and by his settlement 
ie ale 1825), wh of a as at the time of his decease 
0 5 capable of taking effect. 
tained a residuary devise to other persons, of ‘‘all other my messuages 
- + .» ond real estate whatsoever and wheresoever.” By the same 
settlement the testator also covenanted to convey the said specific 
property, which, it was recited, he had then contracted to purchase, to 
the uses of the settlement. ogeng ee hy took a conveyance to himeelf 
to uses to bar dower. All the uses 
ultimate limitation to the use of the testator as eettlor an » 
afterwards failed. The question now raised was whether the ic 
devise included the ultimate limitation to the testator and his heirs, or 
whether that interest passed under the residuary devise. Stirling, J., 


Trade-mark (30 Ch. D. 454), and the contention that the — ———⏑ pecan Anrep we Aon. grees dees demeng 
section meant more than we have stated was emphatically repudiated by | Poxic er (rixpey, MR and Outrry eed Couns, L.JJ.) dismissed 


the Court of “goes although it had found favour in the court below. 
That decision fairly looked at really governs this case in principle. It is 
true that in Edwards v. Dennis the court had to deal with ob gnee of a 
trade-mark ; but the rights acquired F his assignor on —J28 were 
a carefully examined, and S VA “7. 465, and also Cotton, 
L.J., on p. 474, and I myself, on pp. 476, 477, all expressed clear opinions 
that the assignor had no right to register his trade-mark for with 
which he no concern. Fry, L.J., went lees fully into this question, 
but it is plain that his view was the eame (see p. 479). The Act of 1883 
must of course be looked at to see whether its e has rendered it 
necessary to come to a different conclusion on this point, and 
we have looked at it carefully, but we cannot find that it bas. 
Section 75 of the Act of 1883, on which Mr. Levett based his argument, 
was repealed by section 17 of the Act of 1888, and that section, which is 
retrospective, makes ‘‘ application for regietration’’ instead of ‘‘ registra- 
tion’’ equivalent to public use. This alteration makes it still plainer than 
before that the public use referred to is not use since registration, but use 
and reputation at the time of application. Section 65 of the Act of 1883 
says that ‘‘ a trade-mark must be registered for particular goods or classes 
of goods.’’ This leaves open the question what goods or classes of goods 
are referred to. Does the section refer to goods or classes of goods which 
the applicant for a registered mark makes or deals in or intends to make 
or deal in in the sense above explained, or does it refer to — or classes 
of goods which he does not make or deal in. and which he no definite 
intention of making or dealing in? Common sense and Edwards v. Dennis 
(ubi supra) concur in confining the goods or classes of goods to those which a 
man makes or deals in or intends to make or deal in when he applies for 
registration. It remains only to consider whether section 90 of the Act of 
1883 (the rectification section) is applicable to this case. We are of 
opinion that itis. That section provides that ‘‘ the court may on the 
application of any person aggrieved by the omission without sufficient 
cause of the name of any person from any register kept under this Act, or 
by any entry made without sufficient cause in any suc , make such 
order for making expunging or varying the entry as the court thinks fit.’’ 
The applicants are parties aggrieved ; for the trade-mark they desire 
to have registered is kept off the register by reason of the presence 
on it of the marks of J. Batt & Co. The entry of these marks is ‘‘ an entry 
made without sufficient cause in the register.“ We are not disposed to puta 
narrow construction on thisexpression ; nor to read it as if the word ‘‘ made’’ 
were the all-important word, and as if the words ‘‘made without sufficient 
cause ’’’ must be read as if they were ‘‘ made without sufficient cause at 
the time of registration,’’ so as to be confined to that precise time. If 
any entry is at any time on the register without sufficient cause, however 
it got there, it ought, in our opinion, to be treated as covered by the 
words of the section. Its continuance there can answer no legitimate 
purpose ; its existence is purely baneful to trade and, in our opinion, in 
the case supposed the court has power to 2* or it. But 
however this section is construed, the present case falls well withinit. It 
may be said that this decision may impose undue restrictions on the 
acquisition of trade-marks by general dealers in goods of many sorts. 
We do not, however, believe it will fetter legitimate trade. A man can 
always apply to register a mark or marks as he really wantsthem. But if 
a man procures a mark to be registered for goods in which he does not 
deal, either when he applies for registration or within a reasonable time 
afterwards, he does so at his peril (to use , L.J.’s expression), and he 
expores himeelf to the risk of having his mark expunged or varied, and of 
having the egg conferred by registration restricted to his legitimate 
requirements. The trade-mark 72,790 is confined to goods in class 42, 
and the learned judge was right in expunging that entry. The trade- 
mark 27,850 ought to be expunged as to goods in class 42, but on the 
evidence before us there is no reason for expunging it from the register 
as regards other goods. The order ought to be corrected in this respect. 
But this variation, which rectifies what is probably a slip made in drawin 
up the order, will not affect the appeal, which must dismissed wi 
costs. —Counssi, Levett, Q.C., and Sebastian ; Neville, Q. O. and J. Austen 
Cartmell ; Ingle Joyce. BSoiactrons, Shepheards; Mann § Taylor ; Solicitor 
for Board of Trade. 


[Reported by R. C. Macxewzts, Barrister-at-Law.) 





the appeal. 

Linpiey, M.R., eaid: We do not see our way out of the authorities in 
favour of the view contended for by the respondents. I am not to 
—— on = * —— I — ae wry is myer y —* “ee 

mportant autho ant case 0: ins v. is 
(2 a & B. 382). Thet case eae that the testator’s a t inten 
may in such cases be defeated by a rule of law. Taat is step number 
one. If you take that ~~ do not see how you are to get out of the 
reasoning of Kindersley, V.C., in Plowden v. Hyds (2 Sim. N. 8. 171). 
I do not say that if the matter were res integra I should decide this case 
in the same way; but I do say that we should be simply spli straws, 
and doing more harm than good, if we were to differ from that ion. 
Cases of the kind can now very seldom arise. I would give effzct to the 
appellants’ contention if I could; but on the authori I think the 
ap must be dismissed. 


irry, L.J., said: I am of the same opinion. It is now 
since the great change made in the law by the Wills Act of 197 but 


the old law, as it stood before that Act, has still occasionally to be 
aes. The old law was strict and logical, and it is quite plain that 
this doctrine we are now considering arose from the wers 
conferred by the statutes of Henry 8 as to testamentary of 
real estate. I think that the decision of Kindersley, V.C., stands as an 
authority, and that we cannot at this time of day interfere with it. If 
we did we should simply be creating some new refinement or subtle 
distinction, though perhaps, in the circumstances, it would not have very 
much operation. Still, there may be some subsequent cases of the same sort ; 
and I would rather leave the law as it was decided to be at least sixty 
years ago. 

Couurns, L.J., concurred.—Counsai, Cozens-Hardy, Q.0., Jenkins, Q.C., 
St. John Clerke, and Baithache; Grosvenor Woods, Q.0., and Methold. 
Soricrrors, Warriner § Co., for Llewellyn § Moore, Newport; Hier Jacob. 

| Reported by R. C. Mackewzix, Barrister-at-Law.} 


High Court—Chancery Division. 
Re ALLEN. BASSET v. ALLEN. North, J. 21st July. 


Morrcace—Esrate Spxcrricatty Devisev—Locxs Kine’s Actr—Srarvuts 
or Lurrarioxs. 


The testator made a will in 1854 and a codicil in 1855 specifically 
devising certain real property to his widow for life with remainder to his 
two sons equally, and in other respects confirmed his will. By his will 
he — * of his debts. The testator had become entitled to 
the equity of redemption, et toa — ae for £3,000, in certain 
pro ~ yl ty ich he de by his . In 1865 the £3,000 was 
aaa out of the proceeds of the sale of residue. The widow under the 
testator’s will was equitable tenant for life. The questions now raised 
were (1) was the £3,000 payable out of residue, or in part out of the pro- 
pert cifically devised; and (2) if le out of the property 

lacally devised, had the Statute of tations run? The widow 
died in 1895, and it was argued that while she lived the Statute of 
— pe te lication. ; 

Norru, J.—The will was before the Locke King’s Act, and if 
there had 2 * there would Ba uestion. The 
codicil confirms the except as regards property y erage 2 
devised. Does the direction to pay debts include bts? It 
the testator had died before the Act came into operation, the debts would 
have pm eee out of personal qtahe Gat ast ott peepee 
—— | . But the testator made a codicil confirming the will, and 
that had the same effect as if he had made a new will in the same words as 
the old one. The later Act only applies after 1867. The residuary estate, 
and not the estate s —— ueathed, has to bear the testator’s own 
debts, but the £3,000 is not a debt of the testator, who only took an equity of 
redemption, and was under no liability to pay, so that the 
directions to pay debts had no @ tion. 
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The question whether the Statute of Limitations applied was then 
. Topham v. Booth (35 Ch. D. 607) and Re England (1895, 2 Ch. 
8 N were cited. 

ortH, J.—In my opinion Re England applies. The whole estate was 
c with the debt. In 1865 the residuary estate was sold and the 
£3,000 paid, and nothing was done to keep alive the charge of part of the 
£3,000 upon the estate specifically devised. The widow died in 1895, and 
the question is, Whether the £3,000, which was wholly paid out of residue, 
ought not to have been paid in part out of the estate which was specifically 
devised? It is suggested there was something equivalent to payment of 
interest, but I do not see how anything of the sort is made out in this 
case. The widow was under no obligation to pay the interest upon the 
sum that she was not compelled to pay. I think that the Statute of 
Limitations isa bar to the recovery of any sum now.—CownszL, EZ. P. 
Hewitt, Ingpen ; Vernon Smith, Q.C., Smith, Attwater. Soxrtcrtors, Preston, 

Stow, § Preston (for EZ. P. Berridge, Leicester) ; J. T. Rossiter. 


[Reported by GeB. Haururox, Barrister-at-Law. } 





High Court—Queen’s Bench Division. 
BLAKE & CO. (LIM.) v. WOOLF, Div. Court. 14th July. 
LAXDPLORD AnD Tenant—Hovse Let to TeNnants—CIsTERN BELONGING TO 


LanpLtorp—Escare or Water rromM—Damace To Tenants’ Goops— 
EMPLOYMENT oF INDEPENDENT ConTRACTOR BY LANDLORD—LAIABILITY OF 
LaNnDLOoRD 


_Appeal by the defendant from a judgment of the deputy judge 
sitting at the City of London Court. The defendant was the owner of a 
certain house and premises in the City, and the plaintiffs were tenants of 
# certain pert of the house, consisting of the basementand the ground 
tloor, Ww they had taken from the defendant as the landlord. The 
water for the whole house was supplied from the defendant’s (the land- 
lord’s) cistern at the top of the premises, and the plaintiffs took the 
— r the water was laid on, and they took their supply of water 

rom the defendant’s cistern. On a certain Friday the plaintiffs dis- 
covered that there wus a leakage of water from the cistern, and 
that there was an escape of water therefrom. On the same day they 

2 gave notice to their landlord (the defendant) that the cistern leaked 
and requested him to have it set right. The defendant, on receiving 
this notice on the Friday, went i dent and competent 
plumber and employed him to set the matter right. The plumber came 
something to t , but was negligent in what he did, 
with the result that the leakage became worse, and when the premises were 
opened on the Monday the plaintiffs’ place was found to be flooded and 
a . The plaintiffs then brought this action against 
their landlord and claimed the sum of £15 for the damage so caused by 
the flooding from the cistern. The deputy judge found that there was 
no negligence on the part of the defendant in employing the plumber he 
went to, although he did not know him, and he found that the damage 
was in fact caused by this plumber not having made the cistern right on 
the Friday when he was called in, and that in fact he did not 
rid of the mischief. The deputy judge held that when the 
wndlord received notice of the leakage om the Friday it became 
his duty to take means to remedy it, and that it was his abso- 
lute duty to have it remedied, and that, not having remedied it, 
it was his own fault and that he was liable; and he accordingly 
gave judgment for the plaintiffs on the question of liability for an amount 
to be afterwards ascertained by the registrar, with leave to the defendant 
to appeal. The defendant now appealed. For the defendant it was now 
contended that upon the facts there was no evidence of any negligence on 
the part of the defendant ; that he had gone toan independent contractor, 
who was a competent —— and instructed him to set the matter right ; 
and, although this plumber may have been guilty of negligence, the 
defendant was not liable for the negligence of an independent contractor: 
Carstairs v. Taylor (L. R. 6 Ex. 217) and Rylands v. Fletcher (L. R. 3 H. L. 
330). For the plaintiffs it was contended that the defendant, having this 
water on his premises, was bound to take reasonable care to keep it safely, 
and that, as between himself and his tenants, he was bound, when he 
received notice that the cistern was out of repair, to put it in repair, and 
that there was a duty cast on the defendant to repair it ; and that, once 
establish that there is a duty on the part of the landlord to keep the 
premises in a state of repair, then the employment of an independent 
contractor by the landlord cannot relieve him of the obligation and 
liability : Miler v. Hancock (41 W. R. 578; 1893, 2 Q. B. 177), Hughes v. 
Percival (31 W. R. 725, 8 App. Cas. 443), Dalton v. Angus (30 W. R. 191, 
6 App. Cas. 740), and Jarry v. Ashton (24 W. R. 581, 1 Q. B. D. 314). 
_ Tus Covrr (Waicut and Daxuie, JJ.) allowed the appeal and gave 
judgment for the defendant, refusing leave to appeal.« 

Waicut, J.—It is not at all clear that this case is covered by any of 
the authorities. The case stands in this way: The defendant was land- 
lord of the premises, and he had the water supply of the cistern under his 
control. e plaintiffs were tenants from him of the lower part of the 

On a certain Friday a leak was discovered and the defendant 
was given notice of it. The landlord employed a competent person to 
eet it right, but this person did the work negligently and the consequence 
was that when the premises were opened on the Monday the place was 
flooded and the plaintiffs’ goods damaged. The question now arises 
whether the landlord is liable for that damage. It is to be observed 
that the counsel for the plaintiffs has not put his case on any 
contractual obligation arising from the relation of landlord and tenant. 
Then, apart from contractual liability, the rule of the common law is that 
laid down in Rylands v. Fletcher, that ita person brings a dangerous thing 





upon his premises he is bound to keep it there at his own peril, but th 
is an exception to that rule there laid down—namely, that 

n 
r 









o of the owner, , as between the owner and the occu 
the owner is not liable. Then there is another exception to the general rule 
as to the liability, that where the party has consented to the dangerons 
matter being brought to the premises, then he cannot recover. Here the. 
plaintiffs may be said to have consented to the water being * there 
and they consented to their own part of the premises being supplied with 
the water. Instances of there principles may be found in the cases of 
Carstairs v. Taylor, Ross v. Fedden (L. R. 7Q. B. 661), and Gj v. Edonig 
(71 L. T. 762, and 72 L. T. 579). There is nothing here to shew that the 
defendant did not do alla man could do to have the defect: remedied, 
He employed a competent plumber, but it has been said that if the work 
was done negligently then a person cannot defend himeelf from liabj 
by shewing that he employed an independent contractor. I do not know 
of any case in which that doctrine is established. ‘The ordinary doctring 
is that a person is not liable for the acts of an independent contractor 
On these grounds I think that the judgment of the deputy judge in the 
court below cannot be sustained. 

Danunc, J., concurred.—CovunszL, Ritter; H. Tindal Atkins, 
Soxicrrors, H. Dade § Co. ; Phelps, Sidgwick, § Biddl:. 

[Reported by Sir Suzrstox Baxer, Bart., Barrister-at-Law.] 
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Winding-up Cases. ~ / 
Re MOORE BROTHERS & 00. (LIM.). Wright, J. 9th June and 19h 
July. 


Company—WINDING Up—STATEMENT IN Prospectvs—D1recror’s Lriantary, 


Application for a balance order against a Mr. Bartholomew, one of the 
directors of the company, the question being whether he was liable to be 
placed on the list of contributories as an ordinary shareholder by reason 
of statements made in the prospectus. The company was registered in 
September, 1893, under the Companies Acts. The articles of association 
contained these clauses amongst others: Clause 77, ‘‘ Until otherwise 
determined by a general meeting the number of the directors shall not be 
less than three or more than 6. The following gentlemen shall be the 
first directors of the company—viz., Alfred Watson, James Moore, Wil- 
liam Moore, Henry Blatch Wells, Melton Bartholomew, Robert Colman.” 
Clause 78, ‘‘ The qualification of every director shall be the holding of 
shares or stock of the company of the nominal value of £500.” On the 
28th of October, 1893, the tors held their first meeting, at which all the 
directors attended. From the minutes of that meeting it appeared that 
the draft prospectus was approved and settled and the secretary was 
instructed to place the same in the printer’s hands. The prospectus, 
which invited applications for preference and debenture capital, 80 ap- 
proved, stated that the capital of the company was ‘1,500 or 
shares of £20 each (the whole of which will be taken by the 
750 £6 per cent. preference shares of £20 each and -300 £5 per cent. 
debentures of £50 each. It also gave the names and addresses of the 
six directors and stated, amongst other things, ‘‘The vendors after 
discharging every liability up to the date of purchase will re-invest the 
whole of the purchase-money in the compauy principally in the ordinary 
stock, on which they will receive no dividend until the £5 per cent. interest 
on the debentures and the £6 per cent. dividend on the preference shares 
have been paid. Seeing that, with the other directors, they take the whole 
of the ordinary shares, investors have the best possible assurance that evey 
effort will be made to ensure the prosperity of the company’s business.” 
Neither Messrs. Watson, Wells, Colman, or Bartholomew were ever placed 
on the register of members of the company, nor were ordinary shares allotted 


em. 
Wricut, J., held if the question had arisen between the directos 
and those who applied for preference shares and debentures @ 
the faith of the prospectus, there would be little doubt as to th 
liability of the directors and the company. But the question wa 
between Mr. Bartholomew and the company, and the questia 
to be decided was whether there was in the prospectus a representatiag 
of a contract to take shares on which he could be held liable. No 
atose between the directors and the compavy. But at the sam 
time there was a ground on which Mr. Bartholomew could be held liable 
on the same principle as that on which it had been held that, although 
articles of association were not contracts themselves, directors, by 
on them, shew that they have entered into a contract on the terms of tht 
articles, and a prospectus could be looked at in the same way. When, there- 
fore, these directors put forward this document they must be taken te 
have consented to act as directors on the terms of that prospectus, one of 
which was that they were to take up all the ordinary shares. It was not 
necessary to say whether the directors could have made the company 
allot them all the ordinary shares—that was another question ; but pro! 
the — could have made them take up such of these shares as they 
were call on to take. The directors, therefore, inclu Mr. 
Bartholomew, were jointly and severally liable in respect of such o 
shares as were not allotted to other members, and an order must be 
against him with costs.—CounseL, Grosvenor Woods, Q.C., aud Sheldon; 
Whinney; T. L. Wilkinson ; Haldane, Q.C., and Gore-Brown. So.ictTons, 
G. A. King ; Taylor, Hore, § Pilcher, for Nodder § Trethowan, Salisbury; 
Long ¢ Gardiner, for Arthur Whitehead, Salisbury. 


(Reported by C. W. Mzap, Barrister-at-Law. | 
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Re AURIFEROUS PROPERTIES (LIM.). Wright, J. 9h June and 20th 

July. 

MPANY — Winpinc Urp—Conrrimutrory atso A Orgprror — CaLts— 
Srr-orr. 


} The African Gold Properties (Limited) held shares in the Auriferous 


Properties (Limited). In January and June, 1896, two cails, amounting to 
£1,250, were made on these shsres. In January, 1896, the Auriferous 
Co. became indebted to the African Gold Co. ina sum of £2,775. In 
December, 1896, a compulsory winding-up order was made against the 
Auriferous Co. Jn January, 1898, the African Gold Co. went into 
voluntary liquidation, and a supervision order was afterwards made 
by the court. 
of the African Gold Co. could not set off this debt due from the Auriferous 
Co against the calls due to that company (42 Soticrrors’ Jovrna, 491). 
The Auriferous Co. was about to pay a dividend to its creditors, and the 
liquidator now asked for a declaration that he was entitled to hold the 
dividend due to the African Gold Co. against the liability of the latter 
company for calls in arrear on its shares in the Auriferous Co. 

Wricnt, J., held that primd facie the African Gold Co. was entitled 
to take its dividend. Its claim as a creditor had been duly ascertained 
in the appropriate proceedings, and it was prima facie immaterial that 
the creditor happened to be also a debtor of the Auriferous Co. There 
was no contract as to cet-cff, nor did the articles of association of either 
company contain any provision as to it, nor did the — statutes as 
to set-off apply, nor did the doctrine of set-off in bankruptcy, which 
under section 10 of the Judicature Act, 1875, was extended to the 
liquidation of companies, apply. That statute had been held to apply 
only to cross-rights existing at the commencement of the winding-up, 
but here the call was made in the liquidation. If the creditor contribu- 
tory were allowed to take the dividend without oop Ane calls he would 
be receiving payment of a part of the debt which — owed to 
him without making his contribution to the fund out of which the debt 
was to be paid. There must be an order as asked for by the liquidator. 
—CounseL, Howard Wright ; George B. Northcote. Boractrons, Freshfields 
§ Williams ; W. H. Hudson. 


[Reported by C. W. Mean, Barrister-at-Law. | 





Judge’s Chambers. 


IN THE MATTER OF A SOLICITOR and IN THE MATTER OF THE 
SOLICITORS ACT, 1888. Channell, J. 14th July. 


This was an application on behalf of a solicitor against whom proceed- 
ings had been instituted before the statutory committee of the Incor- 
porated Law Society under the above statute. The charges of professional 
misconduct put forward by the complainant had been inquired into by 
the committee and they had filed their report, in which they found that 
the charges were wholly disproved. A summons in c in 
Soon Deng ttn was then taken ou€ by t! r calling on 
coaipisinant 29 GROW DENS, Why he should not pay the costs of the Py. 
The complainan not appear. “Phe Cases of Re Lilley (1892, 1 ⁊ 
759), and Re Howell Thomas (1893, 1 Q. B. 670), were cited. 

CHANNELL, J., made an order in terms of the summons. 








LAW SOCIETIES. 
THE INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 


The following are extracts from the annual report of the Council : 

Victoria Pension Fund.—The total subscriptions to this fund, with the 
interest received while the money was on deposit, amounted to 
£8,585 19s. 7d., and this sum was delivered to the trustees of the Solicitors’ 
Benevolent Association on the 30th of December, 1897, they a 
executed a trust deed providing, amongst other things, that the fund sha 
be called ‘‘ The Victoria Pension Fund,’’ and that the income shall be 
applied in providing pensions for necessitous solicitors of the Supreme 
Court of Judicature in England and Wales, and for their wives, ws, 
and members of their families. There were upwards of 850 subscribers to 
the fund, and, having regard to the numerous charitable appeals made 
during the year, there is every reason for being gratified with the result. 

Number of Members.—The society now consists of 7,882 members, of 
whom 3,570 practise in town, and 4,312 in the country. 445 new members 
joined the society during the past year. The number of members is the 
highest that has hitherto been reached. 

Legal Education —The late Mr. Joseph Travers Smith, of Throgmorton 
Avenue, in the city of London, who died on the 28th of May, 1897, by a 
codicil to his will bequeathed £6,500 stock in trust to provide three 
scholarships of £50 each, one to be granted in each year, and to be held 
for three years, and to be in the gift of the Incorporated Law Society by 
its Council. The scholarships are to be awarded according to the 
following scheme of the testator—viz., the examiners are to certify to the 
testator’s trustees the three candidates who, being under the of 
twenty-six years, have passed the best examination at the last Fi 
Examination of the year—the names of such candidates to be in 
alphabetical order; the trustees are to select from such three 
candidates the one whom in their discretion they shall deem to 
be the best qualified by personal character, general intelligence 
end cultivation, and the nature and class of his attainments to do credit 
to their selection and to the scholarship. The Council of the society are 


On the 4th of May, Wright, J., held that the liquidator | in 
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a scheme set out in a to the Bill. 
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any opinion on the su w 
state that the Council adhere to the views expressed in the evidence of 
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examination of 

Solicitors’ Final —— noel Bill has been introduced in the House of 

Commons by Mr. A. F. Warr, a member of the society. Its object is to 
of 


enable the uncil of the society to make regulations for the tion 
in = = in part from the or fm i 4 Bagg ee who - 
or ve examination qualifi mselves f+) iw a 


ersities. The are unable to approve the e of 
the Bill, as it does t> withdraw from the society’s control 
examinations which, as before stated, they consider should remain under 


it. The number of students getty | instruction from the society’s 
tutors on the 30th of March, 1898, was 255, as compared with 236 on the 
same date in 1897. Anorder was, on the 25th of , 1898, made under 
the Solicitors’ Act, 1877, exempting from the iminary examination 
any person who has passed the examination of the 
University of Wales. 

Solicitors’ Remuneration Act, 1881.—The last edition of the digest of 
decisions and opinions under the Solicitors’ Remuneration Act being out 
of t, it was decided by the Council to issue a new edition, consoli- 
da: the earlier edition and the supplements thereto, and 
down the information to the end of Hilary Term, 1898. The new volume 
is in the press, and it is expected that it will be in the hands of members 
very shortly. 

Companies Act (1867) Amendment Bill.—A bill 
tions of the society has been introduced in the House of Commons by Sir 
John Lubbock, and if 
dent of the Board of 

ties for non-compliance ha section 25 


bankers and insurance companies, as well as many merchants, brokers, 
and solicitors, have signed tions in favour of the Bill. The Bill was 
read a second time on the 15th of June. 

Colonial Solicitors’ Bill.—At the request of the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies a Bill, yy him, was introduced at the instance of the 
society, for the purpose oa See 
to the admission of colonial solicitors in land, and h solicitors 
in the colonies. No progress having been made with the up to the 
iy nee are Conveyancing Bill of last hich was read 

Conveyancing Bill.—The year, W 
— the House of Lords, was resettled by Mr. Wolstenholme 
and Mr. Cherry, on the instructions of the Council, with the intention of 
reintroducing it in the present session. The Bill of the present 
year also provided for various amendments of the law rendered 
advisable by reason of decisions of the court on the subject of com- 
pound settlements, the t of deeds by married women 
trustees, and other matters. The Bill as resettled was submitted for the 
consideration of the provincial law societies, the Institute of Conveyancers, 
the General Council of the Bar, and the officials of the Land . It 
did not, however, receive any considerable measure of , and the 
Council have decided not to —— with it during the present session. 

County Courts (Right of Audience) Bill.—In the autumn of last year the 
Council held a conference with the General Council of the Bar, in the 
endeavour to obviate the of the bar to this Bill. The con- 
ference, unfortunately, led to no agreement. A Bill ha for its 
object both to enable clerks who are duly qualified itors to 
appear for tbeir principals in county courts and to enable one solicitor to 
act as advocate for another in a county court has been prepared by the 
Council and introduced by Mr. A. F. Warr. 

Solicitors’ Magistracy Bill.—A Bill to enable solicitors of the High Court 
to become county justices, notwithstanding that they carry on business in 
the county, has again been prepared by the society, and introduced by Mr. 
A. F. Warr. The Bill contains a clause prchibiting a solicitor appointed 
a county justice from practising before any bench of magistrates in the 
county. 

Ilford Improvement Bill.—The Council hat ig made representations as to 
a clause “er inserted in this Bill to authorize certain 
officers of the Ilford District Council, not being qualified practitioners, 
t> institute and carry on proceedings before 
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diction, it was arranged with the promoter that the clause in question 
should be struck out, and this has been done. 

Weights and Measures Bill.A clause in this Bill, to which the Council 
took objection on the ground that it authorized inspectors to prosecute 
proceedings before a court of summary jurisdiction, has been withdrawn. 

Middlesex County Council Bill.—A clause in this Bill which appeared to 
the Council to authorize the conduct of proceedings by unqualified persons 
has been modified so as to remove the —— entertained. 

Land Charges Bill.—A Bill has been introduced by the Lord Chancellor, 
having for its object the substitution of a charging order for the present 
writ of elegit. The main object of the Bill is similar to that of the Bill 
introduced by the Lord Chancellor in 1896, of which the Council approved, 
— to amendments which have been suggested to the Lord Chan- 
cellor. 

Land Transfer Act, 1897.—The Land Transfer Bill of 1897 received the 
Royal Assent on the 6th of August last. It is stated in the annual report 
for 1897 that the maintenance of the clauses in the Land Transfer Bill 
then before Parliament providing for an experimental area, an experi- 
mental period, the concurrence of the county council, and the restriction 
upon unqualified persons practising in the Land Registry, was a funda- 
mental condition of the society’s support of the Bill. The clauses in 
question will be found in the Act. The position of the Council as regards 
the Bill was clearly defined while the Bill was under consideration. It 
was that whilst yielding to the strongly expressed opinion of many on 
both sides of the House, they remained of opinion that compulsory 
—— would be found unsatisfactory to landowners and a hindrance 
to business, and that they only consented to a trial to meet the wishes of the 
Government and having regard to the concessions made by the Lord Cbhan- 
cellor. A draftorder in Council has recently been issued intended to provide, 
with respect to the County of London, that registration of title to land is 
to be compulsory on sale on and after September 1, 1898, in the parishes 
of Hampstead, St. Pancras, St. Marylebone, and St. George’s, Hanover- 
equare. Other parishes and places will by the same order be brought 

thin the we area on the Ist of January, 1899, the lst of October, 
1899, the Ist of January 1900, and the Ist of July, 1900. Under the Act 
of 1897, general rules are to be made by the Lord Chancellor with the 
advice and assistance, among others, of a person to be chosen by the 
Council of the Incorporated Law Society. Mr. B. G. Lake was 
chosen by the Council. The draft rules were published under the 
Rules Publication Act, 1893, and were referred by the Council to a 
committee for consideration. Prints were sent to the provincial 
law societies, and the committee, in making their report, had the 
advantage of suggestions from several of the societies. The report of 
the committee, as adopted by the Council, has been sent to the Lord 
Chancellor, and copies have also been sent to the provincial law societies. 
The rules have not yet been signed. 

Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1897.—It is unnecessary in this report to 
discuss the general features of this very important Act. Its chief interest 
as regards the legal profession lay in the fact that a clause was inserted 
while the Bill was in Committee of the House of Commons, providing that 
in proceedings under the Act no party or other person should appear or 
be represented by counsel or solicitor except by leave of the court 
or arbitrator. This clause, read in connection with other 
clauses of the Bill, led to the inference that agents not 
being counsel or solicitors might appear or attend as of right, 
and be entitled to remuneration for their services. The Council, 
in conjunction with the General Council of the Bar, made strong repre- 
sentations on the subject of this clause, and it was rejected. The clause 
substituted for it provides that rules under the Act may make provision 
for the appearance in any arbitration under the Act of any party by some 
other person. The draft rules under the Act have now been issued, and 

rovide that a party may appear (a) in person, or by a member of his 
family ; (5) by a solicitor acting generally, but not retained as an 
advocate; (c) by counsel; (d) by a person in the permanent and ex- 
clusive employment of the party: (e) by a director or secretary 
of a corporation or any person in its permanent and exclusive 
employment; (/) by leave of the judge or arbitrator, by any officer 
or member of any society of which a party is a member, or with 
which he is connected; or (g) by leave of the judge or arbitrator by any 
other person. The rules also provide that no person other than a 
solicitor who appears or acts on behalf of any party in any arbitration 
under the Act shall be entitled to have or recover any fee or reward for so 
es or acting, other than such travelling expenses and (in the case 
of a workman or a member of his family) allowance for time (if any) as 
shall be allowed by the judge or arbitrator; provided that nothing in 
these rules contained shall affect the right of counsel to appear or act in 
any arbitration, or the right of any solicitor to recover costs in respect of 
his employment of counsel to appear or act as aforesaid. At the request 
of the Lord Chancellor, suggestions were, with the belp of the law 
socities and members of the society in Yorkshire, Lancashire, and Durham, 
furnished by the society last autumn with a view to the preparation 
of the rules. Subsequently further suggestions have been made for 
amendments in the rules, especially with reference to costs as between 
solicitor and client and reports by medical officers, on which points the 
ee Law Society and the Nottingham Law Society have given much 
useful assistance. 

County Courts.—In the annual report for 1897 it was stated that a 
special mixed committee (consisting of some members of the Council and 
mumerous members of the society) bad held many sittings, and 
had, - —m Dye things, drafted a report on county court matters 


generally, but that its completion had been deferred — the 
more pressing consideration of the proposed new es dealing 
with questions of immediate interest to county court practi- 





tioners. 
the profession, especially in the provinces, the cardinal features bein 
narrowing down of the right of issuing process for service on a d 


outside the district of the issuing court, and calling upon the plaintiff far 
a compulsory deposit for defendant’s costs. The committee in its fing 


rules protested strongly against both 


report on these 
Fresh rules were then 


and the rules were withdrawn. 


mulgated practically maintaining the restrictive regulations, a 


modifying the proposal as to deposit for costs, and casting upon the 
registrar of the court in the defendant's district the duty of asce 
whether there was a prima facie defence as a condition precedent to the 
ordering of security. The committee, in a supplementary report, repeated 
their protest, deprecating the exercise of any judicial function by the 
registrar of one court in a case belonging to another court. Both 

of the committee were adopted by the Council and forwarded to the bal 
Chancellor, and it is understood that, while the authorities contend that 
there should be some additional restrictions on the issue of process for 
service out of the district, the demand for security for costs will be with. 
drawn, and with it the suggestion that the registrar of the debtor's 
district should interpose. The committee then proceeded to settle they 
general report, which the Council adopted and forwarded to the authorities, 
Such report, which protests against the heavy court fees now charged, 
and asked for a revision of the regulations connected with the enforcement 
of the Debtor's Act, recommends some considerable extension of — 
court jurisdiction. The committee have still under consideration a 

of costs, which may be recommended if a suitable opportunity arises, 
The Council are much indebted to this commitiee for their labours ang 
assistance. 

Taxes Management Act, 1880.—The society has been in commuuicatiog 
with the General Council of the Bar on the subject of the enactment cop. 
tained in section 57 of the Taxes Management Act, 1880, prohibiting any 
party to appeals before Commissioners of Taxes being represented bys 
barrister, solicitor, or person practising thelaw. With the view of o 
ing information in support of the case for the repeal of the section, th 
Council of the society addressed a circular letter to the provincial lay 
societies. Numerous replies were received, and they clearly indicated 
that not only was the injustice of the prohibition felt by the appellant, 
but that, in many cases, it was recognized by the commissioners. Th 
information received from the provincial law societies, es well as othe 
information in the possession of the society, was forwarded to Lon 
Edmond Fitzmaurice, and the amendment to the Finance Bill re 
section 57 (9) of the Taxes Management Act, 1880, and permitting the 
commissioners to hear counsel or solicitors, which he kindly consented 
move, has been inserted in the Bill. 

(Zo be continued.) 





LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 
VICTORIA UNIVERSITY. 


Owens CoLtecz, MancuEster.—Szssion 1897-8. 

The following is the list of the students attending the law classesd 
this college who have obtained first-class honours in the recent sessional 
examinations : 

EvLementary.—(a) Real Property : None in the first class. (+) Contenols 
and Torts: (1) T. Hulme (prize) ; (2) Louis Wise. 

ApvaNncep.—/a) Conveyancing : (1) Frederick Hindle (recommended fm 
the Vice-Chancellor of Lancaster’s prize in Conveyancing) ; (2) F. W. 
Loundes and W. B. Smith (equal). (6) Equity: (1) A. L. Brownm 
(recommended for Vice-Chancellor of Lancaster’s prize in Equity); @ 
Charles R. Allen, Frederick Hindle, and T. C. Russell (equal). 4 
Common Law: (1) T. G. Russell (prize) ; (2) Frederick Hindle; (3) Ed. 
Sampson; (4) A. L. Brownson. Jurisprudence: (1) 8S. B. Carne Ba 
(prize) ; (2) P. Brownsword. Roman Law: (1) S. B. Carne Ross (prim 
English Public Law: (1) H. A. W. Wragg (prize). 

Davunrsszy Lecat Scuouarsure (value £35; tenable for one year, af 
open to students under the age of twenty-five years).—(a) J — 
Roman Law, Constitutional Law, and International Law: Nota 
(4) Real and Personal Property 
Common Law: Frederick Hindle. 
T. G. Russell. 


INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 
Honovrs ExamMInaTion.—Jvune, 1898. 


At the Examination for Honours of Candidates for Admission om the 
Roll of Solicitors. of the Supreme Court, the Examination Committ 
recommended the following as being entitled to Honorary Distinction> 


First Crass. 
{In order of Merit | 

Josern Arruun Hamnert, who eerved his clerkship with Mr. Ra 
Ooppock, of Stockport. 

>y1~1p Henry Monk, who served his clerkship with Mr. Charles 
Jessop, of Cheltenham. ; 

Henry Hammron Gzrr, who served his clerkship with Mr. W 
Payne Gepp, of Chelmsford. 

Freperick Strantey Brewer Watters, who cerved his — 
Messrs. Bond, Pearce, & Bickle, of Plymouth; and Messrs. 
Worssam, of London. 

Pzrcivat Cuartes, Fawcett, who eerved his clerkship with 
Faber, Fawcett, & Faber, of Stockton-on-Tees; and Messrs. 
Broderick, & Gray, of London. 





and Conveyancing and Equity ail 
A second scholarship in this group® 








Such new rules raised considerable discussion throughou 
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Jossrx Tuomas Hices, who served his clerkship with Mr. Joseph 
Begs, of Brierley Hill; and Messrs. A. H. Arnould & Son, of 


on. 
James Rozerr Sarru, who served bis clerkship with Mr. Alfred Robert 
Orton Gery, of London. 
Wurrep Henry Mapos, who served his clerkship with Mr. Thomas 
William James, of Swansea. 
Lancetot Hepiey Booru, B.A., LL B. (Camb.), who served his clerk- 
ship with Mr. John Arthur Ornsby, of Durham. 


Szconp Cxass. 
{In Alphabetical ** 
Frederic Viccars Barber, who served his clerkship with Mr. Henry 
Barber, LL.B., of Winchester; and Messrz. Robbins, Billing, & Co., of 


don. 

Peres Reddy Beadon Branson, B.A , LL.B. (Camb.), who served his 
clerkship with Mr. Alfred Wills, of the firm of Meesrs. Stibbard, Gibson, 

& Co., of London. 

George Arthur Frederick Brett, who served his clerkship with Mr. 
Richard Weight Millington, of Boston; and Messrs. Collyer, Bristow, 
Ruseell, Hill, & Co., of London. 

Gilbert Buckley, who served his clerkship with Mr. Charles Lord, of 
Manchester. 

Augustus Gilbert Colvile, LL.B. (Lond.), whoserved his clerkship with 
Mr. Edward Merrick Cockell, of the firm of Messrs. Arkcoll, Cockell, & 
Chadwick, of London. 

Reginald Brodie Cooper, who served his clerkship with Mr. Sidney Smith, 
of the firm of Messrs. Sidney Smith & Son, of London. 

Frederick Mitchell Iredale, who served his clerkship with Mr. William 
Bussell Hamlyn, of Torquay; and Messrs. Woodcock, Ryland, & Parker, 
of London. 

Samuel Chetwynd Leech, B.A. (Oxon), who served his clerkship with 
Mr. Francis Charles Greenfield, of the firm of Mesare. Greenfield & 
Oracknall, of London. 

Edgar Percy Lewis, B.A. (Lond.), who served his clerkship with Mr. 
—— Attwood, of Derby; and Messrs. Geare, Son, & Pease, of 
London. 

John Knight Lomax, who served his clerkship with Mr. Thomas 
Edward Williams, of Southport. 

William Francis Marchant, B.A. (Camb.), who served his clerkship with 
Mr. _— Francis Fladgate, of the firm of Messrs. Fladgate & Co., of 
London. 

Alexander Matheson, B.A. (Oxon.), who served his clerkship with 
Messrs. Nelson, Eddisons, & Lupton, of Leeds; and Messrs. Richard 
Smith & Sons, of London. 

Frederick Fletcher Mills, who served his clerkship with Mr. Henry 
Sutton Ludlow, of Birmingham. 

Frederic Sigismund Oppenheim, B.A. (Oxon ), who served his clerkship 
with Mr. Joseph Farmer Milne, of the firm of Messrs. Hinde, Milne, & 
Bury, of Manchester; and Mr. Kdward Henry Busk, of the firm of Messrs. 
Busk, Mellor, & Norris, of London. 

Edgar Crosfield Pearson, B.A. (Oxon.), who served his clerkship with 
Mesers. Lee, Scott, & Co, of Manchester; and Messrs. Cunliffes & 
Davenport, of London. 

Gilbert Player, B.A., LL.B. (Camb.), who served his clerkship with 
Messrs. Moore, Longden, & Mann, of Sunderland; and Messrs. Hickin, 
Smith, & Capel Cure, of London. 

— Roberte, who served his clerkship with Mr. Samuel Davies, of 
elson. 

Charles Arragon Stevens, who served his clerkship with Mr. George 
Pearson, of Bristol ; and Messrs. Meredith, Roberts, & Mills, of London. 


Henry Josiah Humm, who served his clerkship with Mr. Frederic 
Brunning Maddison, of London. 

H Stewart Jolly, who served his clerkship with Messrs. Eardley 
Holt, Hulbert, & Hubbard, of London. 

John Colenso Jones, who served his clerkship with Messrs. Walter 


M , Bruce, & Co., of a 

John Co Newbold, B.A. ( .), who served his clerkship with Mr. 
Edward Francis Turner, of the firm of Messrs. Turner, Son, & Foley, of 
London. 

Cecil Antony Nussey, B.A. fone, Se served his clerkship with Mr. 
Antony Foxcroft Nussey, of the of Messrs. Flower, Nussey, & 
Fellowes, of London. 

Wallace Read, who served his clerkship with Mr. Sydney Rutherford 
Ancrum, and Mr. Hermann Rudolf Schmettau, of ‘ 

John James Salisbury, who served his clerkship with Mr. Frederick 
George Salisbury, of the firm of Salisbury & Griffiths, of Bristol. 

Vazie Simons, who served his clerkship with Mr. John William Billing- 
hurst, and Mr. George Alfred Pope, of the firm of Messrs. Billinghurst, 
Wood, & Pope, of London. 

Neville Robert Sworder, B.A., LL.B. (Camb.), who served his clerkship 
with Mr. Thomas Joseph Sworder, of the firm of Messrs. Sworder & Long- 
more, and Messrs. J. N, Mason & Co., of London. — 

Percy Oliver Thomas, who served his clerkship with Mr. William 
Morgan Griffiths, of Carmarthen; and Mr. Edwyn Turner Roberte, of 
the firm of the firm of Messrs. Helder, Roberts, & Walton, of London. 

Edmund Waite, who served his clerkship with Mr. Samuel Waite, of 
Boston. 

Frank Herbert Williamson, who served his clerkship with Mr. Edmund 
Arthur Windridge Wragg, of Manchester. 

The Council of the Incorporated Law Society have given Class 
Certificates and awarded the following Prizes : 

To Mr. Hamnett—Prize of the Honourable Society of Clement’s Inn— 
Value about £10; the Daniel Reardon Prize—Value about 20 guineas ; 
and the John Mackrell Prize—Value about £12. 

To Mr, Monk—The Prize of the Honourable Society of Clifford’s Inn— 
Value 10 guineas. 

To Mr. Gepp—The Prize of the Honourable Society of New Inn—Value 
5 guineas. 

To Messrs. Walters, Fawcett, Higgs, Smith, Madge, and Booth— 
Prizes of the Incorporated Law —Value 5 ; 

The Council have given Olass cates to the Candidates in the 
Second and Third Classes. 

126 Candidates gave notice for the Examination. 





PrReLmMinarRy EXAMINATION. 


The following candidates (whose names are in alphabetical order) were 
successful at the Preliminary Examination held on the 6th and 7th July 
1898. 


Battersby, Nathaniel 

Beaven, Reginald Albert Gardner 
Beck, Thomas Frederick Bintley 
Beecroft, Charles Thomas Cook 
Bennett, William Henry Norman 
Berry, Arthur James 

Blunt, Arthur James 

Blythe, Richard Aldred 
Boddington, Henry 

Brettell, Norman Scott 

Buttle, John Frederick 

Capt, Ernest Emile Henry 


Hanscombe, Hugh James 
Harvie, FrancisGraham 
Hawtin, Philip Barrett 
Hayward, John Godfrey 
Hick, Mark Day 

Hills, Arthur Ernest 
Hockin, William Geoffrey 
Holden, Ralph Ainsworth 
Helland, Al Herbert 
Hollinrake, Wilfrid 
Holmes, William Wainman 
Holt, Thomas 

Hudson, William Gerald 





—5 Phipps Sturton, B.A. (Oxon ), who served his clerkship with 
Mr. John Phipps Sturton, of Hobeach ; and Messrs. Preston, Stow, & Co., 
of London. 

Herbert Watkins Thomas, who served his clerkehip with Mr. William 
Morgan Griffiths, of Carmarthen ; and Mr. Edwyn Turner Roberts, of 
the firm of Messrs. Helder, Roberts, & Walton, of London. 

Thomas Gilbert Thornton, who served his clerkship with Meesrs. Reed & 
Wayman, of Downham Market. 

George Edward Urry, who served his clerkship with Mr. Richard Urry, 
of Shrewsbury. 

Esmond Henry Wiley, who served his clerkship with Mr. Arthur John 
Edward Newton, of London. 


Turep Crass. 
[In Alphabetical Order. ] 

Sydney Cole Ambrose, B.A., LL.B. (Camb.), who served his clerkship 
with Messrs. Dees & Thompson, of Newcastle-on-‘Tyne; and Messre. 
Crossman, Prichard, Crossman, & Block, of London. 

Reginald Edward Wellesley Colley, who served his clerkship with 
Mesers. Blount, Lynch, & Petre, of London. 

William Rowland Fisher, B.A. (Camb.). who served his clerkship with 


Eldridge, Robey James 
Evans, John Williams Percival 
Fauikner, Henry Warry 


Cash, Albert James 

Cautherley, Charles Stewart 
Chadwick, Wilfrid John Hurst- 
bourne 

Clifford, Francis Ernest 

Cockell, Charles Edward Buckland 
Collinge, Samuel 

Courtenay, Edwin George Thomas 
Crampton, Ernest Bryant 
Crowther, George Henry 


Jessiman, George Gaston 
— Thomas 


Jones, Cyril John 

Kew, William Rupert 
Lewis, Samuel +. 
Lewis, William Plumpton 
Lodder, George Frederick 
Malim, Aubrey Cyril 


Davenport, Charles Joseph Crough- Martin, John Lancelot 
ton Massey, William 
Davies, David Edward Bowen Money, George Chester Tancred 
Davies, William Henry organ, Edward 
Durnford, Guy Mallen, Christopher John 


Eales, John Frederick Nantes, Geoffrey Dammers 
Edwards, Arthur Llewellyn Aneurin Nelson, Basil 

Nelson, Henry Bywater 
Newnum, Richard G2offrey 
Parr, Cecil Robert Mourre!l 





Mr. James Druitt, jun., of the firm of Messrs. J. & W. H. Druitt, of 
Bournemouth ; and Messrs. Lovell, Son, & Pitfield, of London. 
Charles Percival Greenwood, who served his clerkship with Mr. Charles 


Finch, Harry 
Fraser, Hugh Colin 


Patterson, Joseph Alexander 
Payne, Robert Wylie 
Penny, Albert Edward 


Fielding, Edgar 


Nesbitt and Mr. Henry Thomas Smith, both of Southport. Freeman, Samuel Potter, James Speakman 
Alfred James Grinstead, who served his clerkship with Mr. Henry | Gainsford, Thomas Alan Palleyne, Paul 

Prince, of Brighton. Gale, Frederick Horace Pybus, John Milburn 
Robin Percy Hamp, who eerved his clerkship with Mr. William Negus, | Gosnell, Robert Clifford Roch, Walter Francis 

of London. Gover, William Cyril Rogers, Charles William 
William Lewis Harris, who served his clerkship with Messrs. Lewis & | Grant, Ronald Casey Rowland, Arthur Austin 

Jones, of Merthyr Tydfil. Greenwood, Tom Kaye Sayers, Samuel Henry 
Charles Newton Maberley Harrison, who served his clerkship with Mr. | Gurney, Alexander Bo 





der Milne, of Kendal ; and Messrs. Harrison & Powell, of London. 


Handley, Reginald Thomas 


Scott, John Bowey 
Shaw, Harold Wyberg 
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Smith, Cecil Clement Newson Ward Richard (Preston) | was given prose but Mr. Russell asked the learned judge to 
Smith, Thomas Wardropper, Henry Wallis deprive the plaintiff of his costs, as the defendants had paid into court 
Smithett, Albert Latreille Warwick, Frank Stanley with their plea of apology the sum of £50, and the plaintiff could have 
Stewart, Charles Baron White, Ronald Jennings taken such sum out in satisfaction of his claim. During the h of 
Tinker, John Newton Williams, John the case Mr. Russell admitted that the apology was insufficient, and Mr. 
Turner, Montagu Trevor Wilson, Alan Campbell Bradbury, for the plaintiff, now contended that he could not be deprived 


Twigg, Henry Martin 
Underwood, Charles Giuy 
Veasey, Arthur Charles Thomas 
Walker, Edward Lewis Haveland 
Ward, Richard (Leeds) 


Wilson, Charles Joseph Clayton 
Woodhouse, Arthur Harold Fletcher 
Woosey, Thomas Holmes 

Yates, Edwin 





LEGAL NEWS. 
OBITUARY. 


The death is announced, on the 27th inst., of Mr. Writ1am Srvart, of 14, 
Ironmonger-lane, E.C., solicitor, in his 67th year. Mr. Sturt was ad- 
mitted in 1865, and was a greatly esteemed member of the profession. 





APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Epuunp Trevor Liorp Wix.1uaMs, solicitor, of the firm of New- 
man, Paynter, Gould, & Williams, 1, Clement’s-inn, has been elected a 
Director of the Law Fire Insurance Society, in the place of Mr. George 
Ernest Steward, deceased. 


Mr. Henry Cuarues Ricuarps, Q.C., M.P., has been elected a bencher 
of the Honourable Society of Gray’s Inn. 





CHANGES IN PARTNERSHIPS, &c. 
DissoLuTion. 


Hvou Roorrs Hartiey and Secar Ricuarp Basrarp, solicitors (Rogers 
Hartley, & Bastard), 56, Cannon-street, London. July 16. 
[ Gazette, July 22. 





GENERAL. 


The Evidence in Criminal Cases Bill was read a third time in the House 
of Commons on Tuesday. 


The Companies Act, 1867, Amendment (No. 2) Bill passed through 
C.mmittee in the House of Lords on Monday without amendment. 


Case and Comment, an American legal journal, says that in a recent case 
the plaintiff was asked by his attorney this question: ‘‘ Mr. B , Was 
your daughter Mary born in lawful wediock?’’ ‘‘ No, sir,’’ he replied; 

‘she was born in the State of Indiana.’’ 


Case and Comment says that a unique formula for swearing to an affidavit, 
‘adopted by a well-known attorney of Western New York, whose 
characteristic nasal solemnity made it effective, was this: ‘J swear that 
this affidavit is as true as affidavits usually be.’’ 


On Monday last the Royal Assent was given to the following, among 
tther public Acts : Societies Borrowing Powers Acts, Merchant Shipping 
(Liability of Shipowners) Act, Post Office Amendment Act, Poor Law 
Unicns Aseociation Act, Solicitors (Ireland) Act, Union of Benefices Act, 
Canals Protection (London) Act, Pharmacy Acts Amendment Act, 
Greenwich Hospital Act. 


A judge at the little town of Waidkirch, says the Albany Law Journal, 
made a funny mistake recently, and the incident resulted in his retire- 
ment. One morning he came to court some ten minutes before his 
time. Entering the room in which the jurymen usually await the judge, 
he called upon one of the individuals in the room, and told him to take the 
sath. ‘* Bat I should like, first of all, to say that I——’’ began the man. 
** First of all, you will please be silent, sir, and then you will take 
the cath. Do you understand?’’ The judge’s tone was impressive, his 
mien severe, and the individual addressed, seeing that there was nothing 
for it, resigned himself to the inevitable and took the oath. The 
next man was told by the judge to take the book and swear. Wishing 
to get a word before it was too late, the distressed citizen eaid: 
** You must not ask me to swear, judge, because I am convinced that—— ”’ 
‘* Ah, I see,”’ replied his honour, tauntingly, persuaded that he was deal- 
ing with an atheist in disguise. ‘‘ Well, I’ll teach you, sir, to throw 
doubts on the sanctity of the oath. Here, take this book. Now, repeat 
the words at once, or elee——’’ And the ceremony over, the judge opened 
the door and sent the men into court, saying that he would follow them 
shortly. At that momenta policeman entered the apartment, and finding 
no one there but the judge, exclaimed: ‘‘ Why, great heavens; two of 
the prisoners have escaped!’’ A search was made, but to no purpore. 
While the judge was conferring with counsel as to the proper course to 
take, one of the men just sworn entered and said: ‘‘ Your honour, I am 
perhaps the person they are searching for.’’ ‘‘ No, sir, youare not. You 
are a juryman, and we are seeking for the prisoner.’’ ‘‘ Iam one of the 
prisoners, your honour.’’ ‘‘ You? But—butdid you not take the oath to 
try the case fairly?’’ ‘‘I did, sir, but that was because you forced me to 
4 and would not let me explain. The other man is a prisoner 





At the Manchester Assizee, on the 26th inst., before Mr. Justice Bruce 
and’a jury, says the Times, the action of Sly v. Tillotson § Son was heard. 
It was an action to recover damages for a libel, and an important question 
of procedure wasraised, The jury gave a verdict for £35, and judgment 





of his costs, as he never had an opportunity of taking the £50 without 
accepting the apology. His lordship took time to consider, and subse. 
quently decided the point in favour of the plaintiff. He referred to Lord 
Campbell’s Act, 1843 (6 & 7 Vict. c. 96), and to 8 & 9 Vict. c. 75, s. 2, 
which enacted that it should not be competent to a defendant, whether 
in England or Ireland, to file any such plea as is allowed by the Act of 
1843 without making a payment into court by way of amends “as 
provided by the said Act.’’ In 1879 an Act called the Civil Pro- 
cedure Acts Repeal Act, 1879, repealed the last-mentioned words in 
the last-mentioned Act, ‘‘as provided by the said Act,’’ and the same 
Act of 1879 repealed so much of the first-mentioned Act (1843) 
as related to the lg ego of money into court. The defence allowed b 

the 2nd section of the 1843 Act, continued his ** cannot be filed 
without at the same time making a payment into court by way of amends, 
but there is no existing provision of the Legislature stating whether the 
payment into court is to be subject to any rules or regulations. The only 
provisions that I know of that can be held to apply. are the provisions 
of order 22 of the rules of the Supreme Court. But although it seems 
that that order may perhaps be held to apply to a case where liability is 
admitted and payment into court is the only defence, yet it seems to be 
clear on the authority of Ozley v. Wilkes (1898, 2 Q.B. 56) that when 
money is paid into court as part of the defence under the Libel Act, 1843, 
the defendants cannot avail themselves of the payment into court as 
being made under order 22. The defendants have raised among other 
defences, and as an alternative defence, a plea founded upon the 
visions of the Libel Act of 1843. Pleaded in such form the payment into 
court afforded no defence in itself; it was only a necessary part of a 
specia] defence in the material parts of which the defendants have failed, 
for they offer no evidence of an apology. I do not think that I ought to 
allow the plea on which the defendants have failed to influence my 
decision on the question of costs. The plaintiff never had an opportunity 
of taking the money out of court without confessing a plea which con- 
tained averments which were not true. The defence must, therefore, be 
treated as one that has altogether failed. 





COURT PAPERS. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE, 








Rora or Reaisrzars 1s ATTENDANCE ON 
Date Appgat Court Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
No. 2. Norra. SrTIRIINMG. 
Monday, Aug. .. Mr. Godfrey Mr. Lavie Mr. Leach 
Tuesday ........... Rolt Pugh Beal 
Wednesday .. ne Godfrey Lavie 
eae Rolt Pugh Beal 
eee Godfrey Lavie Leach 
Saturday ........... ———— Rolt Pugh Beal 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
KEKEWICH. Romer. Byayg. 
Monday, Aug. .......0.00++ 1 Mr. Ward Mr. Farmer Mr. Carrington 
A cose 2 Pemberton i Jackson 
Wednesday 3 Wari Farmer Carrington 
Thursday 4 Pemberton King Jackson 
Friday ....... = | Ward Farmer Carrington 
——— ——7 Pemberton King Jack<on 








WARNING TO INTENDING House Puncuasers AND Lessexs.—Before pute 
chasing or renting a house, have the Sanitary Arrangements thoroughly 
Examined, Tested, and Reported Upon by an Expert from Messrs. Carter 
Bros., 65, Victoria-street, Westminster. Fee quoted on receipt of full 
particulars. (Established 21 years.)--[Apvr.] 








THE PROPERTY MART. 


SALES OF THE ENSUING WEEK. 


Aug. 3.—Messrs. on Bex ——— at the Mart at 2: 
FREEHOLD GROUND- $ ; 
Of £400 a year, arising from ** The Tottenham,” Oxford-street, a fully-licensed, 
old-established house of recent and modern erection ; lease unexpired 90 


ears. 

Of £200 a year, arising from the modern block of premises, No. 6, Oxford-street, 
with commanding corner and return frontage to Tottenham-court-road; 
lease unexpired 90 years. 

Of £786 per samen ‘or 999 years, payable by the Institute of Chartered 
Accountants, arising out of the block of buildings in Moorgate-street erected 
for their accommodation. 2: , 

Solicitore, Messrs, Goldring & Philips, London. (See advertisement, 
July 16, p. 3.) 
Aug. 4.—Messrs. H. E. Foster & Cranritcp, at the Mart, at 2: 
REVERSIONS: : : 

To the Magdalen Islands, Gulf of St. Lawrence, Province of Quebec; being 50 
miles in ay and 14 miles wide; gentleman aged 61. Solicitor, H. 
Dolling Smith, Esq., London. . 

To One-half of £33,170 in Railway Debenture Stock; two ladies aged 59 and 57, 
with contin; ies. Solicitors, Messrs. Adams & Adams, London. 

To One-fifth of a Trust Fund value £7,289; lady aged 71. Solicitors, Messrs. 


Sons, London. f 
To One-sixth of a Trust Estate, value £10,925, in Railway and Gas Stock ; lady 
aged 64. Solicitors, Messrs, Shoubridge & May, London. 
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~*~ Po" £5,040 in Railway Stock; lady aged 52. Solicitor, Arthur Tabor, Esq., 


2. 
To hth of £2,799 India Three Cent. Stock; 71. Also to 
Gadehth at shee oe and. Mo —*8* 20 and 16 (see 
To £450 — f Frochblde, lad 4 65 aed gentleman ed 43. 
‘o on 0 : 
PoLs Solicitors, Messrs. Chaproniere & Co., , /. * 


For £1,000, £500, £200, £200. Solicitors, W. A. Matthews, Esq., and T. Rouse 

Watson, Esq., both of London. 

SHARES : 

In Hewett & Co and Bassett Mines. 
(See advertisements, this week, back .) 

Aug. 4.—Messrs. Desennau, Tewson, Farmer, _ at the Mart, at 2, a 
Freehold Ground-rent of £84 per annum, at Stepn " upon 
fully-licensed Corner Premises, also Two Freehold and Dwelling-houses, pro- 
ducing £68 per annum. Solicitor, George Kirk, — Lenten. (See advertisement, 


July 23, p. 4.) 
RESULT OF SALE. 
Messrs. C. C. & T. Moorz sold at the Mart on Thursday last a Freehold House in 
Cambridge-road, Mile-end, let at £30, for £610, and Two Leaseholds in Grafton-street, 
Mile-end, for £375. The day’s sale realized £5,700. 











WINDING UP NOTICES. 
London Gasette—Faivay, July 22. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 

Luurrep tm CHanogry. 


Atmapa anp Tierro Co, Linrrep (1x Liqguipation)—Creditors are required, on or before 
Bept 30, to send their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to 
—— Frederick Garland, 6, Queen st place. Blyth & Co, Gresham House, solors for 
liquidator 

Cotoniat Raitway anp Generar Isvestuent Tavst, Limrtrzp—Creditors are rree 
on or before Sept 1, to send their names and addresses, and the i their 
debts or claims, to Alfred Edward Maidlow Davis, 1 and 2, Gt Winchester st 

Cracsipe Steamsuir Co, Luutspv —Creditors are ired, on or before Aug 31, to send in 
particulars of such claims to G. M. Allan, 4, St Mary axe 

F. W. Bourn & Co, Limrrep—Creditors are required, on or before Aug 31, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to ith and Tunni- 

lis, Wigan, solors to liqui- 


om, Platfold Mill, Leigh, near Manchester, 

tors 

Gascoyne (Muscatson) Goip Fizips Exrtorine Co, Limrrep—Creditors are required, on 
or before Sept 1, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts 
or claims, to Alfred Edward Maidlow Davis, 1 and 2, Gt Winchester st 

HAxax's Rewarp Goip Minixe Co, Liurrep —Creditors are required, on or before Aug. 
29, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Frederick Peel Baxter, 118, Bishopsgate st Within. Dixon & Co, Savoy mansions, 
solors for liquidator 

Mecuanicat Tractioy Syspicats, Limirgp—Creditors are required, on or before Aug 
23, to send in their names and addresses, and the iculars of their debts or claims, to 
Vibert Collinson, 6, East India avenue. Perks, Clement’s lane, solor 

Meacuants’ ALLianog, Limirep—Creditors are required, on or before Aug 11, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to H H 
Montague Smitb, 28, Victoria st, 8.W. 

Souruern Coxcessions Synpicate, Limirep (1n agen y! ———— are required, on 
or before Sept 26, to send their names and addresses, a’ e ——— of their debts 
or claims, to Messrs Walter Cecil Stronge and Frederick William Wicks, 317, Win- 
a House, Old Broad st Minchin & Co, Laurence Pountney lane, solors for the 

quidators 

BSronizs, Liurrep—Creditors are required, on or before Aug 31, to send their names and 
addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to William Thomas Cunning- 


ham, 18, Cockspur st 
FRIENDLY SOCIETY DISSOLVED. + 
New Unsirep Frignpty Broruers Brauineuam Bewerit Society, Queen Victoria, Ex- 
mouth st, Commercial rd, E July 13 
London Gazetie.—Tvurspay, July 26. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANISBS. 
Luurep m CHANCERY. 

A&G Murray, Lunrep—Creditors are required, on or before Aug 23, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to George W illiam- 
son, 37, Brown st, Manchester Orford & Sons, Manchester, solors to the liquidator _ 

Baziey Bros, Limitep—Creditors are required, on or defore Aug 23, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to George William- 
ton, 37, Brown st, Manchester Orford & Sons, Manchester, solors to the liquidator 

Burnnam Synpicats, Liurrep—Creditors are required, on or before Aug 29, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of th-ir debts or claims, to Richard 
Rabbidge, 32 Poultry 2 

Carmon'’s Noiseless SHigLpEp Rusper Tyree Co,Limrrep—Petn for winding up,presented 
July 23,directed to be heard on Wednesday, Aug 3. Edwards & Cohen, Coleman st, solors 
for the petners. Notice of appearing must reach the a not later than 6 
o’clock in the afternoon of Aug 2 : 

Cox Tuermo Exxcrric Cv, Liarrep—Petn for winding up, — July 22, directed to 
be heard Aug 3. Gerard Paxon, Donington House, Norfolk Btrand, solor for the 
petner. Notice of appearing must * the above-named not r than 6 o’clock in 
the afternoon of Aug 2 : 

Geyerat Raitway Synpicate, Lrrrep—Petn for winding up, presented July 22, 

to be heard Aug 3. Hays & Co, 31, Abchurch In, solors for the petners. 
Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock on Aug . 

Gotvey Currys, Limirep—Creditors are required, on or before Sept 15, to { their 
names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to E. G. Wills, Blom- 
field House, London-wall. Ingle Holmes & Sons, solors for the liquidator _ 
kavy WooLLen Distarct Rac ano GeyEeRat Disixrecror Co, Liurrep—Creditors are 
required, on or before Sept. 1, to send their names and addresses, and particulars of 
their debts or claims, to Mr. Walter Fenton, Carlinghow, Batley. Brearley, Batley, 
solor to the liquidator 
ty & Lity, Lant:so—By an order of Wright, J.. July 8., it was ordered that the 
oe be dismiesed and that no costs be allowed to the petnrs. Nowell, 27, Chancery 

u p oales for —— : ted July 20 

xDON Provinciat Exvectricat Co, Limtrep--Petn for seating <> ae y 20, 
directed to be heard Aug 3. Paddison & Co, Suffolk House, Pountney-hill, 
solors for petners. Notice of appearing must reach the above named not later 6 o'clock 
in the afternoon of Aug 2 

Reppise Srixxixo On, Larme~Ceiianate required, on or before Aug 23, to send 
their nares and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to George 
Williamso1, 87, Brown st, Manchester. Orford & Sons, Manchester, solors to liquidator 

Saxugt Sipgsortom, Limrrep—Creditors are required, on or before y; 6, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Thomas 
Street, 90, King st, Oldham. Ascroft & Maw, Oldham, solors for liquidator 

Tuomas Hovutpswortn & Co, Linrren—Creditors are required, on or before Aug 23, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of debts or claims, to Geo: 





—— — 37, Brown st, Manchester. Orford & Sons, Manchester, solors for 
Uidator 

CRrix’s Parquet Froor Joixery axp Woopcarvixe Co, Linrrep (In Liquipation)— 
Creditors are required, on or before Sept 5, to send their names 

Particulars of their debts or claims, to 


e Firmin Charles Turpin and Frank Powell, 
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7 Lu«arzp—Creditors are on or before 
"item thet names and addremn, and the parulas of —— st 
— — Gaouw D Luotep—Creditors are 


Jul send their and and the ‘of their debts —o 
30, to names or 
to Henry Wall, Wigan. Rowbottom & solors for the liquidator 
FRIENDLY SOCIETIES DISSOLVED. 
* — Oak, Ancrzyt Onper or Forzsrens, 8, Police st, Gt Harwood, Lancs 
y 


Hampton Liserat anv Rapicat CGuun, Station rd, Hometen, Middlesex July 20 
New Densy Tontixg Socisty, Bootle, Liverpool July 








CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 


UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 
Last Day or Cram. 


London Gazette.—Tuxsvar, July 12. 

Garnett, O11ver Joux, Dinard, France, ;Doctor ot aedisine Aug 20 Sturley v 

Garrett, Stirling, J. Fitch, Bedford row 

London Gasette.—Turspay, July 19. 

Brvay, Pouseness. Ne we = Duke st, Grosvenor "Licensed Victualler Aug 20 Bevan 

Barwersn, Rev Joux, Greatha Sept 90 Singleton v Purday, Kekewich, J 
Booty, Raymond bldgs, Gray’s inn 


UNDER 22 & 23 VICI. CAP. 45. 
Last Day or CLam. 
London Gasette.—Turspay, July 5. 
Arssworts, Jesse, Witherslack, Westmoreland Aug6é Easthams & Holme, Clitheroe 
ARMSTRONG, GEORGE, ve, 6 Stevenson & Leicester 
Baryett, Emma, Kingston upon Hull July 31 Atkinson, 
Bieackiey, Epwarp Ovenatt, Brighton 1 Nye& 
Baocxiesank, Epwarp Mars#att, 6 Cobbett & bo, hester 
Butter, THomas Groxer, Notting hill, Proprietor July 16 t, Duke st, 
Adelphi 

Aww, ond Saran Crane, Sheffield Aug8 JE Sheffield 
emery, ong Clapham rd Aug 2’ Mackrell & Ward, W y 
Cosxws, The Rev Epwarp Arruur, Falmouth July 30 RN Rogers, Falmouth 
Cross, Gronae, Clifton, Bristol Aug is Wansbrough & Co, Bristol 
Davis, Ricaarp, St Anne’s on the nar Lytham July 20 Molesworth, Rochdale 
Dewswar, Jon, Hadfield, Aug5 Knowles, one 
Dopsox, ALEXANDER, Ha’ Taylor & - ny New Broad st 


29 
Henry, Bedford July 29 ‘o . 
— iy mee Denholme, nr Bradford. * 20 Weatherhead & Knowles, 
Bradford 


Govan, Gzorer, Erdington, Werwick Aug6 Cottrell & Son, Birmingham 
Hawes, Joseru, Leicester Aug 27 — & Bons, ⸗ 
Hawnam, Frepenick WIti1am, St Heliers, Jersey Aug4 Press & Co, Bristol 
Horrocks, WittiaM, Elton Bury, Lancs July 30 jury , 
Huppart, Grorce, ‘ and Aug 13 t & Fairer, Penrith 
Hupswe.i, Eowix, Leeds Augi Snowdon & Co, 

Hurcuinsoy, ALICE, , Herts Augi Shaen & 8 Bedford row ‘ 
Lovisoxp, ARncaisaLD Epuuxp Iurgr, Bournemouth July 30 Brooks & Co, Godliman 


st, ns 
8 Ealing Aug 5 Smith & Sons, Aldersgate st 
a ee Shirley, Southampton Anas Alfred —— & Son, Manchester 


, Any, Yardley, Worcester ly 30 Wi on 

inva Tuomas, Waterbeach , Cambridge, Coal —— V Gian & Matthew, 
Cambri ; 

Morcay, Curistoruer Hiro, South Kensington, Barrister Aug 10 Lloyd Davies, 
Essex st, Strand 

PanxHurst, FREpEnicx Tuomas, Borough Green, Kent, Farmer Aug20 Emanuel & Co, 
Walbroo 


Pirrs, Hargiet, Notting Hill July 30 Rose & Johnson, Delahay st, Westminster 
Prayer, Bessamix, Lympsham, Somerset, ry. Aug 9 Gwynn & Masters, Bristol 
Rooks, Joux, Gower Ane = —* , New Lincoln’s inn 

Saurer, Ayn, Notting ug nester 

Seance, Toomas, Torquay, Hulbineeset Sept 1 Wi & Windeatt, Totnes 
Sitvertoyx, WILLIAM, ton, Jobmaster Sept 1 —— & Willen, 

Suir, Aner, Woodhall park, Herts, MP July 30 field & W: Old Jewry 
Suirn, Tuomas, Handsworth Augi13 Lane & Co, 

Srvie, Geornas Gracious, Yeovil July 22 — gs eovil, Somerset 

Tucker, YC Pexrett, Shurton Stogursey, Somerset, Yeoman Aug 1 Lovidond, 


Bridgwater : 
Tc ry Hanniert, East Dulwich July 21 Sandom & Co, Gracechure’ st 
— — Cuances Frepenicx, Stockwell July 31 Wintle, St James's 0q 


London Gasette.—Faivay, July 8, : : 
Asupows, Prearonetr Grorce, onl adeok Aug 8 Liggins, Eali 

Burtt, Mrs Gerapixe May, Gloucester st, we rl Aug 2 & Co, ‘Temple 
Carnes, —— —— 5 Warwick sq, South Belgravia Sept 30 Caprons & ©», 

Sa’ pl, ui 

Canrenr, James, Halifax Augi5 Farrar, Halifax 
Crese, — Rochdale, u 
Couuiger, Ans, 


—— — & Go, Hull 
CoLuier, Joux upon ug 
Cavixsuaxx, Bssy, Combrook, Manchester Rob Kendal 
——— ng Se or 
, ANN, ’ 
Souues, Ronert, Handforth, Chester 29 Withington & Co, Manchester — 
Erneninorox, Maria, Lancaster st, Hyde Park Aug 6 Scott Fox, St. Mary’s sq, 








Tamworth, Manufacturer 1 Ryland & Co, Birmingham 
Hannison, Iszvwt 4, Citon, —— e's E Pictches Northwich 


Hewurwewt, Jonx, Halifax Aug 15 , Halifax 

am -( -—~ t—) ~ Reeves ieee 
, Ne upon 

Hicks, Evizasern, Swansea Aug7 Spicer & — Swansea ‘ 

Hixp, Cuartes, Dartmouth Park hill, Merchant A) Astley mo gg place 

Howianp, Marocarer Axx, bridge Aug 13 Barber, Ashton under 

Howe tt, Sanan Awne, South Aug 12 Woodcock & Co, Bloomsbury sq 

Hvussve, Jony, a F 4 Buss, T Wells 

Jonxsox, Wiriaau Nonroui, ary boy: Aug6é Tyas & Son, Barnsley 


8 , Clevedon, , Bristol 
Mi, Cuantes ALFRED, Commercial Traveller July 30 Armitage & Co, 
a 


N , James Tuomas, Manchester, Tanner Aug 31 Partington & Manchester 
Mewees, Eapomen, Newcastle upon Tyne, Millwright July Shortt & Co, Newcastle 
Bruxy, Jowx —— Gitsert, Bleadon, Somerset Aug 9 Phillips & Boyle, Old 


Sewert, Wir11aM Henay, Y: 





Queen’s rd, Bayswater 


Lawton & 
Say ——— 


Tanxanp, W1iu1AM Saxuuu, 
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Taoursox, Witt1am, Slough, Bucks Augi7 Barrett, Slough 

Tomrsert, Fraxces, Ewhurst, Sussex Augé J Buckwell Bri hton 

Witxixs, Awwa Mania, Stratford Aug5 Hillearys, Fenchurc bldgs 

Wisner, Harner, Derby —— Smith & , De y : é 

Woorr, Saran, Princes sq, St rges East July 31 Romain, Bishopsgate Without 

‘Wormatp, Percivat Henry, King’s Bench walk, Barrister Aug 8 ighton & Savory, 
Clement's inn, Strand 


London Gazette.—Turspayr, July 12. 
A.Luzex, Wituius, Manchester Aug20 Todd, Manchester 
AmBLER, — Clifton pl, Hyde park, Domestic Servant Augi2 Robbins & Co, 


Awprews, Ricnarp, Eastbourne Augi2 Jeboult, Bond ct, Walbrook 

Barwyanrp, Witi1am, Epsom, Confectioner Augi12 Miller & Co, Salters’ Hall ct 

Bares, Geataupe Fraxces, Fentimanrd July 23 Parker, Monument sq chmbrs 

Boucugr, Rev Atraep Frascis, Kempsty, Worcesters Aug 13 Torr & Co, Bedford 
row 

Brappock, Groner, Oldham Aug 15 Clegg, Oldham 

Baasn, Joux, Upper Norwood Aug 20 Brash & Co, Queen Victoria st 

Baivors, Hengixtra, St Leonards on Sea Augi5 Walsh & Son, Oxford 

Broomneap, Atrrep, Southowram, nr Halifax Augs Godfrey & Co, Halifax 

Burpsy, James, Salisbury, Wilts Aug 1 Whitehead, Salisb 

Cvaytox, Josern, Bradford, Wool Salesman Aug i Newell, Bradford 

Corye.ivus, James, Kentish Town Aug9 Herbert Saxelby & Co, Ironmon In 

scone” ahaa Kirkby Stephen, Westmoreland, Draper Septi Hall, West Smith- 





Favucener, James Ross, Ladbroke grove, Notting hill Aug10 Phillips, Edgware rd 
Forp, —— Chesterfield, Sewing Machine Dealer Aug 6 Jones & Middleton, 
elc 
Haat, Lewis, Hutchison st, Aldgate, Butcher Aug 31 Vandamm & Terry, Bishops- 
te et Without 
Hernearixetox, Nicnoias Cummines, Hotwells, Bristol Aug 16 Pomeroy, Bristol 
Hopekixson, Grorcr, Surbiton, Surrey, Tile Fixer Sept1 Nutt, Camberwell New rd 
Hoster, Wittiam Jous, Chatham Aug20 Mann, Chatham 
Hvutcuixsoy, Auice, Royston, Herts Augi Shaen & Co, Bedford row 
Leaver, Soruta, Putney Augi2 Smith & Hudson, Mincing lane 
Livaker, Jouy, Crossens, nr Southport Aug 12 Pennington & Higson, Liverpool 
Nerpuam, Josern, Sheffield, Cutlery Manufacturer Aug3l1 Rodgers & UO», Sheffield 
Ouxiver, Saran, Leeds Augi Parkin & Co, Doncaster 
Pearce, ban Treherbert, Glam, Licensed Victualler Aug 10 
ypri 
Ricuarps, Sterveyx, Richmond Augs H Tyrrell & Son, Raymond bldgs 
— Exuizasetu, Rushden, Northampton Aug 11 Simpson & Mason, Higham 
‘errers 
Smart, Marcarer Rose, Burnham, Somerset Augi5 Linton & Co, Cardiff 
Suitn, Artuve, Bognor Sept 29 Staffurth & Staffurth, Bognor 
Sparvinc, Warner Reeve, Bryanston st, Portmansq Augl5 Milward & Co, Mow- 
bray House, Norfolk st, Strand 
Srranina, Ropeat James, Kingstonon Thames Aug 13 Durham & Co, Arundel st 
Swerexnam, Epuuxp, Dehra Doon, North West Provinces, British India 
disons, King’s Arms yard 
Teco, Mary, Bucklebury, Berks Aug20 Brash & Co, Queen Victoria st 
Toor Apetaipgz, Hammersmith Aug 16 
borough st 
Tusaixcnam, Cuartotre Ayn, Chester, Carter Augi1 E Brassey, Chester 
—— Roehampton st, Wertminster Aus s Yeilding & Co, Vincent sq, West- 
inster 
Wasuiy, Roperr, —_ Burton, York, Labourer Augi5 Rollit & Sons, Hull 
Waratiey, Eowanp, Tonbridge, Builder Aug9 Palmer & Co, Tonbridge 


London Gazette.—Fraivay, July 15. 
Avrtuer, Cuartes Francis, Worcester Augi5 Hyde, Worcester 
Barker, Josrru, St Helens, Lancs, Butcher Aug 31 Webster, St Helens 
Bass, Hamar Atrrep, Rolleston, Staffs Aug3l1 Hollams & Co Mincing In 
Bioner., Emiry, Piccadilly Aug5 Tyrrell & Son, Raymond bldgs 
Bixxs, James, Bradford Augi Wade & Co, Bradford 
Braxevock. the Rev Ciement Oaxe, Diss, Norfolk Aug 8 Champion, Ironmonger In 
Brappven, Mary, Sandy, Bedford Aug27 ET Leeds Smith, Sandy * 
Buruun, James, Nottingham Aus 12 Hazzledine, Nottingham 
Craytoy, Heren Frasces, Edgbaston July9 Balden & Son, Birmingham 
Corros, Exvizaseta Hitiier, Ryde, lof W Aug20 Hubert Lush, Ryde 
Croot, Hexry, Kingswood, Bristol, Boot Manufacturer Aug 31 T D Sibly, Bristol 
Davis, Joux, Hampstead rd Sep1 Chas 8 Gover & Co, Queen st 
Epwarps, Emity, Bath Aug 24 Stone & Co, Bath 
Fiscuer, — Trier (Treves), Germany, Merchant 
ing In 

Gray, Watter Forster Camp.iy, Totnes, Devon Aug 31 

1d, Gray’s inn 
Gaeex, Tuomas, Newcastle upon Tyne, Metal Merchant 
H ae ay Tyne — 

AmMonD, Cuaries Wiiiam, Ipswich, Doctor Aug 22 Noteutt & Son. Ipswi 
Hott, Tuomas, Astley, Lancs, Boat Builder Aug hd Dootson, Leigh — 
Hossarp, Water, Hastings, Accountant Aug5 Thorneycroft & Willis, Chancery In 
Jzanes, Georce WIttriaM, rtock, Somerset Sept7 Poole, South Petherton 
Joxes, Epwarp A.sert, Southport, Picture Packer Aug 15 Worden & Ashington 
ne — 
ENDERDINE, Mrs Fiza Dorotnea, Old Trafford, nr Manchest 
Mandhneten ’ hester 


Walton & Oo, 


Aug 26 Rehders & Higgs, 


Walker & Co, Theobald’s 
Aug15 Mather & Dickinson, 


Aug 23. Page, 


Kxowræs, Emma Ann, Chesterfield Augi8 Jones & Middleton, Chesterfield 
Kywaston, Catnerixe Mary, Belgium Aug 31 Hewlett, Essex st, Strand 
Mircue.t, Watrer, Sheffield, Surgeon Augi1 Smith & Co, Sheffield 
Mowtresor, Apa Aucusta, Bedford Augi2 Peacock & Goddard, South sq 
| nag Fritu, cow — F we 14 Tyer, New inn 

EviTT, Greorce, Rugeley, Staffs, Estate Agent Augs Ga & 
Pexmuay, Jonny Huan, Marple, Chester Aug 23 Page, —— — — 
Power, Wit.1aM, Brewood, Stafts, Grocer Aug 13 Phillips, Shifnal, Salop 

K, JOnN, ont, Cumberland, Farmer Aug 18 Thompson, Whitehaven 

Rusuton, Ayne MevuinG, Chelsea Aug 20 Woosnam & Smith, Chancery In 
— — Ricuarpsox, Cambridge Aug 26 Pennington & Son, Lincoln’s inn 


Steves, Oxivia Saran, Broadchalke, Wilts Augi5 Whit d, Salis 
Sweet, Joszrs, Bristol, Biscuit Baker Sept 1 7 King, inn —— 


BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 
London Gasette.—Faipay, July 22. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 

Apams, Harry, Birmingham, Metal Manufacturer Bir- 
mingham Pet July 18 Ord July 18 
Bixouam, Ricuarp  Cuaries 1LL1amM, Winchester 

Winchester Pet July18 Ord July 18 
Buiacxmax, Artnus, and Epwin Suanp, Eastbourne, 
Builders Eastbourne Pet July 18 Ord July 18 
— Hersert Wauren, Stockport, Horse Dealer | 


Jvne 29 Ord July 19 


June 29 Ord July 18 


Agent 


July 18 Ord July 18 


; —*— Pet July 20 Ord se | 20 ‘ . bridge Wells Pet July 19 Ord July 19 
OLABS, Henny Jauxs, Foots Cray, Kent, Carriage Builder Duxrorp, Watter Bensamin, Cardiff, ’ 
Ctoydon Pet July 19 Ord July 19 diff Pet July18 Ord July 1s | Leeds Pet July 20 Ord July 20 





Tooru, Apetaipe, Hammersmi Augié Arnold & Henry White, Gt Marlborough gt 

Turner, Masraa, Wimbledon Augi3 Gibson & Co, Portugal st "bldgs, Lincoln's ing 
flelds — 

Wuire, James Faeperice, Leeds Aug 3i_A D Smith, Wakefi-ld a 

Wictey, Gzorce, Burslem, Stafford, Clay Merchant Aug 20 Cooper & Co, Newcastle 


London Gasette.—Turspay, July 19. 
Ava, Mary Cuantorte, Liverpool Aug 31 Hill & Co, Liverpool : 
AKERS, Gerorce Epwarp, Lenham, Kent, Lieut, RN Aug 10 Eastwood & Co, Lincoln's 


inn fields 
% ou, Blackheath Aug 20 Hooper & Fairbairn, Dudley 
—— 's, Provision Merchant Aug 20 Hooper & Fairbairn, 


Bepworn, Wirurax, Tipton, 8 


Dudle’ 
BentTiey, Sos, Altham, Lancs, Farmer anges Butcher & Barlow, Bury | 
Bixpuey, Cecu. Avexanver, Brighouse, York, Surgeon Sept 1 Barber & Oliver, Brig: 
house a J 
Brivt nonx, Writtam, St Helen’s, Lancs, Glas Manufacturer Aug 25 Brewis & Sons, 
St Helen’s 


Bopen, Emma Micron, Burnage, nr Manchester Aug 22 Wilson & Co, Manchester 

Brapuey, Henry, Preston Augi13 Edelston & Sons, Preston ; BE 

Brewer, Ricaaro, Westmorland rd, Walworth rd Oct 1 Letts, Serjeants’ inn, Fleet st 

Buane-Joyes, Sir Eowarp Corey, West Kensingtoa Aug 25 Lewis & Lewis, Holbora 

Caampens, Colonel Wituiam Ewsask, Duke st, St James’ Sept 1 Speechly & Co, New 
inn 

Caosstanp, James, Cleckheaton, York, Stonemison Sept1 Ibberson, Heckmondwike 

Davies, James, Tendy, Pembroke, Licensed Victuatler Augi Rees Stokes, Tenby 

Durry, Mary Ans, Plymouth Augié Brian, Plymouth f 

Heinexey, Eviza, Bootle, Lancs Aug 22 Oakshott & Co, Liverpool 

Hewnewt, Evtes, Cheltenham Augié Paul & Kitcat, Tetbury ; 

Hoturpay, Tuomas, Edgerton, Huddersfield, Chemical Manufacturer Sept 12 Mills & 

Co, Hudderstield 

IRELAND, Jous, Stratford Sept10 Hillearys, Fenchurch bldgs , 

Joxes, Anne, Higher Tranmere, Chester Sept 15 Newman & Kent, Liverpool 

Kino, Exvizaseru, Southend on Sea Aug2 Dod1& Co, Berners st 

Lewis, Eowis, Dadley, Tailor Aug 20 Hooper & Fairbairn, Dudley 

Lye, Sopuia, West Hampstead Aug 15 RJ Witty, Old Jewry chmbrs 

Mircag.t, Sir Henry, Bradford Sept 1 Gordon & Co, Bradford 

Perens, Mrs Mary Ann Perrine, 
Strand ; : : 

Price, Wrietram, Liscard, Chester, Licensed Victualler Aug 13 Thompson & (Qo, 
Birkenhead ‘ 

Rarsrrick, Tuomas Samus, Idle, York, Farmer Aug 20 Watson & Co, Bradford 

Rosissox, Bexsamin, Knaresborough, York, Joiner Aug 20 Kirby & Son, Harrogate 


| Ross, James, Harrogate, York Sept1 Kirby &Son, Harrogate 


Aug 11 | 


Arrnold & Henry Whit2, Great Marl- | 
| Wapswortn, Cunistorager, Southport —— 
ailor A’ 


" 
Snape, Ropert Witiiam, Lamesiey Vicarage, Durham Aug 25 Watson & Co, New- 
castle upon Tyne ; 
Sotomoy, Sauc, Bayswater Augi5 J & M Solomon, Finsbury pavement 
Srerx, Wituetw, Whitechapel, Baker Aug 23 Whittington & fon, Bishopsgate st 
Without : : 
Srerickxer, Tuomas Serriavs, Bromley Aug 23 Van Sandau & Co, King st, Cheapside 
Travers, Marcus, Walmer, Kent Aug19 Brown & Brown, Deal 
Tucker, Ricnarp, Allington, Dorset Aug 2) Leigh, Beaminster 
illiams, agg nad . 
Wa rer, Franx Avrrep, Birmingham, T ug 19 Davis, Birmingham 
Wise, the Hon CHaries Cav ENDISH, Umballa, India Oct 1 Saunders, Regent st 


| Wise, Harriet, Bridlington Aug 19 Baintoa, Beverley 


Wourr, Sicisuuno, Hampstead, Wine Merchant Aug 16 Lewis, South sq, Gray’s ina 


| Woorros, Geornce, Wednesfield, Stafford Aug15 Stratton & C», Wolverhampton 
Youur, James, Headingley, Leeds Aug13 Milling & Dodgsoa, Leeds 


London Gazette.—Frivay, July 22. 


| Actanp, Right Hon Sir Tuouas Dyxr, Bart, Killerton, Devon Aug 20 Battishil 


Houlditch, Exeter 


Birp, Jouy, Wellington, Somerset Sept1 J &S P Pope, Exeter 


| Norais, ALBert Henry, Southampton, Grocer Aug 13 





Corsetr, Anrave. James, Kensington High Court Pet Brom, Davip Epoar, 


De ta Cnapecre, the Count, West Kensington, Financial | p Jor 
High Court Pet June 24 Ord July 19 —— 
Dexter, Jesse, and Wittram Latouen, 

Tyne, Timber Merchants Newcastle on Tyne Pet 


Doyts, Josern Sranistaus, Sevenoaks, Farmer 


Buake, Freverick James, Hampsteai Sapt1 Hubert Smith, Fenchurch bldzs 

Boystos, Rev Gairritu, Barmston, York Oct 19 Harland & Son, Bridlingtoa 

Ca.vert, Jouy, Blackburn Aug 24 Marsden & Marsden, Blackburn 

Capron, Eten Jang, Herne Hill Aug 22 A Tyler, Clement’s inn, Strand 

Exuiort, SoLomon, Upper Clapton Aug3l A Slater, Finsbury pavmt 

Fartet, Lypia, Upper Norwood Sept 30 Gush & Co, Finsbury circus — ; 

GitmokE, Muxco Saurru, Twickenham Aug 30 Bone & Heppell, Frederick’s pl 

Green, Mitucent, Nottingham Aug27 Eking & Wyles, Nottingham 

Gucnt, Gerarp VanpeR, Loughton, Essex, Stock Jobber Augl7 HV Gucht, Worksop 

Hawpcock, the Hon Isaserta Louisa, South Kensington Aug 31 Sttbbard & G, 
Leadenhall st — 

Jones, Evan Jeykin, Clydach Vale, Glam, Builder Aug 10 Hill-Male, Pontypridd 

Jones, Joux Eowarp, Kingston on Thames, Grocer Aug 20 Ratcliffe, Reading 

Kina, Joun Bryce, Blundell Sands, Lancs, Commission Merchant Sept1 North & Co, 
Liverpool ; 

Loveiess, Witu1am Auoer, Diss, Norfolk Aug 19 Lyus & Sons, Diss 

LyruGor, Ettey, Blackpool Aug 20 E m, Preston — 

Meap, Georae, Hassocks, nog ave a Se — 

oaorr, Eow , Pontefract, Yor 0 arren, Leeds — 

Muscsort, Eowarp, Po! . p' 4 AFM Downie, 4 

Reap, Bexsamix, Bradford Augi5 Stamford & Metcalfe, Bradfo ; 

Saunpers, Farverick, Liverpool, Filter Manufacturer Sept1 North & Co, Liverpodl 

Suorr, Ann, North Shields Aug 27 C J R Brown, North Shields 

Snort, Joux, North Shields Aug27_C J BR Brown, NorthShields __ 

Siarer, Joux, South Elmeall, York, Brick Manufacturer Sept 1 Hickmot, Rotherham 

Sairn, Martaa, King Henry’srd Sept5 Minet & Co, King William st 

Sairu, WitiiAm, Eccles, Lancs, Surgeon Aug 31 Leach & Son, Manchester 


Srevens, Marnrna, Bapchild, Kent Sept 29 Frederick Johnson, Faversham 
TayLor, Percival Salen Cheetham, Manchester, Commercial Traveller Aug 3l A& 
W Fox, Manchester 
4 * Aug 5 Newill, 


Tiprox, Witt1am Henry, Brockton, nr Newport, Salop, Farmer 
Welli 


ellington 
West, — Jane Jutta, Pau, Basses Pyrenees, France Sept 7 Burgoynes & G 
Oxford st ; —— 
Wourr, Sicisuunp, Hampstead Aug 16 G E Lewis, South sy, Giay's inn 
Yares, Hansior Jane, Leyland, Lancs Aug 13 Shuttleworth & Cummins, Preston 
Youue, Sanaug Appison, West Kensington Aug 31 Birt & Follett, Southwark 


Llanfihangel-Rhosycorn, (rocet 
rthen Pet July 15 Ord July 16 


| Sarma 


Cross, Joun Josern, Seacombe, Cheshire, Removal Con- Evays, Dasiec Wicx1aM, Morriston, Glam, Grocer Swal- 
tractor Birkenhead Pet July 18 Ord July 1s | 
Davies, Davin, Skewen, nr Neath, Publican Neath Pet | 


sea PetJuly18 Ord July 18 
Faraweataer, Groce, Diss, Norfolk, Baker’s Assistant 
Ipswich Pet July 19 Ord July 19 
Huddersfield, Woollen Cloth Weaver Had- 
dersfield Pet July 18 Ord July 18 
| Haumerr, Wituram, St Thomas the Apostle, Devon, Baker 
| Exeter Pet July18 Ord July 18 
Tun- | Hawsiss, Mosais, Cardiff Cardiff Pet June 29 Ord 
un- | July 19 
irdresser Car- | Haweyagp, Wittiam Wins, Leeds, Woolen Merchast 


Newcastle on 


July 30, 1898. 
—= ; 


{ Taytor, Tomas, Walton, Liverpool Sept 9 Toulmin & Co, Liverpool 


yde Park pl Aug 30 Western & Sons, Essex st, 
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— Portsea, Grocer Portsmouth Pet July 
18 
Jexxins, Le = 5 —— Glam, Tailor Neath Pet 


July 18 

— ileal, See, Grocer Wolver- 

— Pet June 28 Ord July 19 

Joses, Joux Epwaxp, winford, Stafford Stour- 
bidge PetJuly18 Ord July 18 

Lawsence, Cuartes Faepeeicx, and Artavre Hatt, 
Harrogate, — Furniture Storers York Pet July 


16 Ord July 16 
on Plasterer Wakefield 


Leck wceop —* 
Pet July 20 

Lrxa Waters Peas, Selby, Yorks, Grocer York Pet 
aly 19 Ord July 19 

— Josers, Chorlton on Medlock, Manchester 
Cabdriver Manchester Pet July 18 Ord July 18 

Beryaup, Walworth rd, Tailor High Court 

Ord July 20 

Qsions, Isaac Henry, — — Baker Leicester 
Pet July 20 Ord July 

Peary, ALFRED oe 7 South Molton st, Oxford st, 
Ja aap Fine Art Dealer High Court Pet July 18 
Or 18 

Pixe, oe, fouthwark Park rd, Bedstead Manufacturer 
High Court Pet July 18 Ord July 18 

Rouxp, Mary, and Annis Rov x0, — Lancs, Milliners 
Boltor: Pet July 8 Ord July 20 


Revere D, 
Pet July 20 


LEY, WALTER, — Derbys, Tailor Derby Pet 
July 18 Ord July 18 
Sr.ckERNELL, Ricnarp Berpwett, Kensing — 


Draper High Court Pet July 19 Ord = 
SrANLEY, Atrrep Wi..1am, Kingston upon Hull, ‘builder 
m upon Hull Pet July 20 July 20 
Suesren, Se Joun, Gt Malvern Worcester Pet July 
18 
Tayion, Frepericx, Ernest Tayior, and Jouw Taytor, 
—5 — — Leicester Pet July 19 


———— R, Leeds, Builders Leeds Pet July 5 
ton, Salop, Mechanical 


Wiis, 55 — 2* 
Engineer Wolverhampton Pet July 10 Ord July 19 


Amended notice substituted for that — in the 
London Gazette of July 15 
Kitvincron, Hannan — * Gt Grimsby Gt Grimsby 
Pet July 12 Ord July 12 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Botummore, Wittiam, Deeping St Nicholas, Lincoln, 
* er July 29 at 12 Law Courts, New rd, Peter- 
rou 


CLARKE, ae — Norwich July 29 at4 Off 


Ree, 8, King st, 

Davis, E, Balham. Builders —— July 29 at 12 24, 

Railway app, London brid ge 

Dszs, Joun Artavue, Hartlepool, Timber Merchant July 
Wat 11.30 Off Rec, 30, Mosley st, Newcastle on Tyne 

Duxcan, Tuomas Tay or, Great Yarmouth July 30 at 1 

Off R 8, King st, Norwich 

Rk ILLI4M, St Thomas the Apostle, Devon, Baker 
July 29 at 10.30 Off Rec, 13, Bedford circus, Exeter 

Howanzp, Wauren, Portesea, Grocer July 29 at4 Off Rec, 
Cambridge Junction, High st, Portsmouth 

Jouxsox, ALrrep, Willenhall, Staffs, Grocer July 29 at 12 
0 Ree, Wolverhampton 

Lawzence, Caartgs Frepericx, 
Harrogate, Yorks, Furniture Storers 
Off Rec, 28, Stonegate, York 

LLEWELLYN, Mele Pentyrch, Glam, Farmer Aug 3 at 
11 Off Rec, 29, Cardi 

Lywas, Wauren Frep, felby, Yorks, Grocer Aug 3 at 
12.15 Off Rec, 28, Stonegate, Yo rk 

MacLeay, J Cuain Atax James, Norfolk st, Park lane 
July 29 at 2.30 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Marsuatt, Jossru, Chorlton on Medlock, Manchester 
July 29 at 2.88 Ree, Byrom st, chester 

peees, Cusnn, Brighton, oye Manager July 29 at 11 


Bankruptcy — 
om Gorpon L, Alverstoke, Hants July 29 at 3 
ff Ree, Cambridge Junction, Hi h st, Portsmouth 
tag Wittras Tuomas Epwin, est M , Kent, 
a Aug 8 at 10.30 Off Rec, 9, King ’ Maid- 
me 
Rapcuirre, Jonn Henry, Heckmondwike, Yorks, Con- 
—- July 29 at 3.30 Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, 
tley 
Rezs, Henny, Cardiff, Plumber’ : 4 rentiee Aug 3 at 
11.30 Off Ree, 29, Queen st, ae 
Rosertson, FReperick — ‘Richmond July 29 at 
11.30 24, Railway app, London Brid 
Rost, Joux "Henay, a meer Tailor July 29 at 
12.30 Off Rec, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 
agit ye Hartlepool, Clerk July 29 ats Off Rec, 25, 
‘ohn s 
Ssxiox, Epwarp, Norton, nr Doncaster, Butcher July 29 
at2 Off Figtree In, Sheffield 
oem, Wittram Epwarp, Harrow rd, Grocer July 29 at 
2.30 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
Suxptzy, Water, Ashover, Der 7 Tailor July 29at 12 
—— 
TH, * esbor ork, Newspaper Proprie- 
tor e . uly 2at 11 O Ree, & Albew Fd, Midales- 


Stay, Ween. Portsmouth, Hants, Butcher July 29 at 
12 Off Rec, Comb: junction, h st, Portsmouth 
Taoursox, Ropert ALBERT, ‘Howden, ¥ York, Hatter July 
2% atll_ Off Rec, Trinity —— in, Huil 
ooLaND Brotuens, Nottingham, Smallware Dealers 
bi July 29 at 12 County Courthouse, St Peter’s gt, Not- 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


aon Hersert Watrer, —— Horse Dealer 
rt Pet July20 Ord J 

— and hte lite Newcastle on Tyne, 

Fg eon Tyne Pet July 18 


FORD, — —— Conill, Hairdresser Cardiff 


and Artnave Hatt, 
Aug 2 at 12.15 


July 16 Ord July 18 


Evaxs, Davin Enea Rhosycorn, Grocer 
Carmarthen Pet July Morsios le oo 
Evans, Daniet Wee Grocer Swan- 
sea Pet July 18 Oni aly te 
Faincuitp, Grores — ton sq Lewes Pet 
unel4 Ord July 19 
FarrwearTaer, Grorce, Diss, Norfolk, Baker’s Assistant 
July 19 Ord July 19 
Finrũ, Jos, Hud: Woollen Cloth Weaver Hud- 
refield Pet July Lea bg Ee 
e— Ricuarp, South juilder Newcastle on 


5. —— ⁊ — the — Devons, 
AMMETT, ILLIAM e, 
Baker Exeter bet Suis 10 Ord July 18 


Hawkyarp, Witt re » Woollen Merchant 
Leeds Pet 


July 20 Ord July 20° 
Howarp, Watrsr, rocer Portsmouth Pet 
July 18 Ord July 18 
Ixx ame Wittiam, Lianguicke, Gam, Tailor Neath Pet 
July18 Ord July 18 
Jouxsox, Samugt areas — Stationer East- 
bourne Pet June Ord July 18 


. , Stafford Stourbridge 
“Feehan, Bootmaker Brighton 


Lawrence, CHarurs leu, and Aaruvre Hatt, 
orks, Furniture Storers York Pet July 
16 Ord July 16 


— ely oe | —_ Plasterer Wakefield 


Joxes, Joun oe” 
Pet July18 Ord Ju 

Kivuinster, Caaru 
Pet June 10 Ord 


Pet J 
wer ~ 8 (nad re, fox, Belby, Yorks, Grocer York Pet 
to ca Jossrs, ‘Choriton Medlock, Manchester, 
Cabdriver Manchester Pet Jul 18 Ora July 18 
*— Brryarp, —— nd, Tailor High Court 
July 20 Ord July 20 


— —— ca, +. Baker Leicester 
P.t July 20 Ord July 


Perry, ALFRED Watts, *pouth Molton st, Oxford st, 
—— Fine Ait Dealer High Court Pet July 18 
y 18 


Sr Jouy, Ausrey B L, New Wr Sh, Coventry st High 
Court Pet Junel Ord Jul 


Smuepiey, Water, — Fal Tail.r Derby Pet 
Julyis Ord Jul 
Srayiey, A.rrep upon Hull, Builder 


Kingston 
Kingston u 1 Pet July 20 Ord July 2% 
Srauntox, Henry Joux, Gt — 
July 18 Ord July 18 


Wituams, Franc Auruun, Al m, Salop, —532 
Wolverhampton Te 19 Ord Ju JJ 
Wooranp, Hesry James, and Cuasites Eouunp Woo- 


LanD, Nottingham, Smallware Dealers Nottingham 
Pet June 22 July 19 


ADJUDICATION ANNULLED AND 
ORDER RESCINDED. 
Reogay, Wittiam Farepvericx, Threadneedle st, Estate 
Agent h Court Rec Ord Dec 2, 1896 Adjud Feb 
10, 1897 Rese & Annul July 16, 1898 
London Gasette.—Turspay, July 26. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Avey, wy Apert, Bristol, Insurance Manager 
Bristol Pet July 21 ord July 21 

Acug, —— Leicester, ——— Dealer Leicester 

ul. 22" Ord July 2: 

Baraeett, Jous, Newmarket, Upholsterer 
Pet July 23 Ord July 23 

* Artuur, Manchester, General Draper Manchester 

et June 30 Ord July 22 

me Henry Joux, Margate, Watchmaker Canterbury 
Pet July 21 Ord Jul 

Cuampers, Bicnagp, , Blas, — Liangefni, Farmer 

r Pet July 6 f.:3 July 

Craven, Perer, —— nkle Birap 2 Manufacturer Leeds 

P 


et July 22° Ord J 3 

Dariow, ALBERT, id, Innkeeper Sheffield Pet 
June 10 Ord July 1 

Daeg, My Cabinet Maker Burnley Pet 

6 

GiLEs, Major ———— J Jermyn st High Court Pet 
April Ord July 22 

Cuar.es, Puighien, Schoolmaster 

Pet July 23 Ord Jul y 23 

Goopwinx, Epwarp, Year] Butcher Stoke upon 


Pet July 2i Ord J 
~*~ Wiis, Wombridge, “y Madeley Pet July 
Ord July 22 


RECEIVING 


Cambridge 


— Joux 
Brigh 


y 

eae, Francis — Leicester, Painter Leicester 
Pet July 23 Ord July 23 

Hanrrsnoaye, Bextra Park gdns, Barrister 
High Court Pet May 25 bed July 

Hitz, Epwasp, Kirk be rland, Clogger Carlisle 

F y 21 —— 

Hu, Tu— Manchester Pet 

July 21 July 


Howtmgzs, CaHares — Salford, Manager Salford 
Pet Ji ly 21 


uly 21 Ord Jul 

Hoop, Witu1am ores Baneswell, N ewport, Baker New- 
Mon Pet July 22 Ord July 22 

Grimsby Gt Grimsby Pet 


ERT Boe 
Salisbury, Wilts, Builder 
Pet July 21, Ord July 21 
Lanaripe Tuomas Georoz, _: 
Victualler Pet July 23 "Ord daly 2 
Leak, CHARLEs. Boot Deal Bangor 
July 4 Ord July 22 
LearmouTs, Hexsert 58* — oe Builder 
Portsmouth Prt July Jul 


int, <9 =) pein, Ment * igh Court Pet 


535 

= 33 Philpot st, Commercial at, 

N J moon Fane Anoteanc igston, 
J AMES, 

> Pet Jan 21 Ord July 21 


Paviet, Wixiam Victor, King at, St James's High Court 


Pganrson, Jonx — and ee oak, Wstas we poo * 
Clothiers Wi t 
— aly — Gd eae Geant, —— 


——— York, Warp Manufacturers 
Co, Liversedge, Yor rap 


Sam, ARruve, Court 
Pet July 21 July 21 * 
Szex, Josera Tueopor, lane High Court Pet 
* June 27 Ord July'2i os 
1L414M Tomas, Wandsworth, Builder Wands 
worth Pet June 14 Ord July 21 
Brockley Greenwich Pet July 20 


Var gay —— 
Ord J 


Watewonn, Jour Picture Frame Maker Wigan 
Pet = Oras [. 1 Beerhouse 

Waitt, E, Keeper High Court 
Pet June 28 

— Ay ge —* tuth, Cornwa'l, Butcher Truro 

uly 1 y 23 

— Euuaxuat, Fexwick, tre” Northu mberland, 

pay Newcastle on Pet Ju'y 23 Ord 


FIRST MEETINGS. 
Apgy, Faepesic Assert, 2 bg ony Manager 
Aug 3 at 11.30 Off 


At TAR , Coal Ex 
“kag 4 at 1" OF Bc sa Suet, * 


Bixnouam, Bicharp rE Wiuiau, Barnes Close 
Winchester Aug 2 at 3.30 172, High st, South- 


——— Argrave, and Epwiyx Soy. Eastbourne 
Builders Aug 2 at 1.45 Coles & Sons, Seaside rc, 


Eastbourne 
Burxg, —5** Joszrn, Leeds, Grocer Aug 4 at 11 Off 
row, 
Casrur — Joax, Margate, Watchmaker Aug 8 at 
11.30 Off Reo, 73, Castle st, Canterbury 
CLAux, Wittiam Doxavp, Holl! Leeds, Chemist Aug 
Rec, 22, Park row, 


Coox, Josuva, Barnard Castle, Durham, Decorative 
Painter Augl0at3 Off Ree, 8, Albert rd, Middle:- 
Corserr, Argrnurn James, — Aug 4 at 2.30 
De La — ‘est Kensington, Financial 
A A at 12 —3— bidgs, Carey st 
Evans, Davip aR, , Carmar- 
thens, Grocer Aug 3 at 3 4, Queen st, Car- 


— — 6 55 Hen oe — Bake rꝰs = 
~ | he Tig keer yoo 4 imi 1 Queen’s 


Gowtanp, Sa 
Horewa1t, Wituiam Warsow, and James Davey Date, 
N Manufacturers 


» Lace J Aug 4at Ul County 
3 Com ——— — 
enqins, WILLIAM, am, ug 
Of Reo, 3 31, Alexandra rd, Swansea 
Jonux, Hamivtos Wituiam, Liverpool, *s Assistant 
Aug 9 at 12 , Liverpos, General verpool 
—— + On tan Se, Co, Li fi Lave merchants Aug 3 
— — reg eng Staffs, Bui! Cf 8 at 2.30 
The North Stafford ord Hotel, ——** 
Levy, — Bucklersbury, ant _ = 3 at 12 
Bankru; bidgs, Carey st : 
Lives, Jous, t, Doreets, Fruit Dealer Aug 5 at 
11.30 King’s 


38 Gzorce, Wakefield, Plasterer Aug 2 at 11 
ter, Wakefield 


Rec, 6, Bond ter, 

Rfcuasp Marnhull, Dorsets, Butter Factor Ang 
10.30 's Arms. Hotel, Dorchester 

NewsrTeap, Besxarp, Se rd, Tailor Aug 3 at 11 


Carey st 
Peary, AL¥Faep Wey South Molton st, Oxford st, 
Ja ae ae Dealer Aug iat2.30 Bankruptcy 


Paigst, AR, “Smethwick, Staffs, Grocer Aug 17 at 
0.45 Court, West Bromwich 
Rovunp, Mast ont An ANNIE — Bury, Milliners Aug 3 
atll 1 
ENRY 22 Gt Malvern Aug Sat 11.39 Of 
Copenhagen st, Worcester 


— 
Srevve, WILLIAM yeni Darran, ur Neath, Mechanical 
Aug 4 2 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 


Rec 
Tarr, Rosset Hewry, Hexton, Hertford Aug 3 at 11.30 
1a, St Paul’s 


— —— U ——8 at, —— — 


Carey st 
Wan, Lovis, Westgate siti Artist AugSatil Of 
Hee, 73, Gustle 


Wa iwonrk, Jossp ——— Frame Maker 
Aug 4 at 11 16, Wood st, Bolton 
Wituiuamsoy, J, Hornsey Rise Aug 3 at 11 Bankruptcy 


's Heath, Worcesters, Fruiterer Aug 3 
Corporation st, Birmingham 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


sbi et eon — Manager 
La Furniture Dealer Leicester 


Fet July * Ord July 22 

Banarrt, Tous —— Upholsterer Cambridge 
— “Ord Yuly Ht” Watchmaker Canterbury 
— a ames, Kensington High Court Pet 
Cuvier, Pavan, Loedn, Ankle Str Manufacturer Leeds 
a Pe Skewen, nr Neath, Publican Neath Pet 


— 
—X 


Youne, Jonx, 
atll 174, 





Pet May 26 Pet July 23 





Goopwis, rasan Ee. Staffs, Butcher Stoke 
‘Trent *pet July 2 July 21 bt 
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Gazex, Atraep Puartir, Pall Mall place High Court Pet 
March 25 Ord July 21 

Gnosemaxs, Atexanpen James, — Photographer 
Canterb 


Pet June 28 Ord J 
Hapivonam, Chemist’s 
Assistant 





oun Waits —— "Park rd, 
Wandsworth Pet Julyi2 Ord July 20 
Mangese, I Frayxcis Epwix, — Painter 
Pet J Ord July 


Hermary, , EK eee, Wine Merchant High Court 
Pet June7 Ord July 21 . 
Hine, Bosste, Kirkbri — Clogzer Carlisle 


uly 21 Ord July 2 
hester, Furniture Dealer Manchester 


Tuomas, Manchester, 
July 21 Ord Jul 
Hoop, Witi1am Owe, — * Baker New- 
Mon Pet July 22 “Ord July 22 
— 5 jun, Northam; , China Dealer North- 
et May6 Ord July 22 
—— Tnoxas. Whitland, eg = Miller Pem- 
broke Dock Pet July12 Ord July 
Jsneu, AtsEat Epwarp, Gt — rat Grimsby Pet 
July 22 Ord July 22 
Layonripvcr, Tuomas Geonce, Plymouth, mr Vie- 
Plymouth ogg ~~ Ord July 
Lawrtoy, Evcar Harry pa. aq, Merchant High 
n —— April 30 Ord July 90 4 Sieh Ce 
uozxt, Craup, Brighton u anager urt 
Pet June 23 "Ord July 20 “ 
Pranrson, Jouxn Wittram, and Witiram Rontxsox, Wake- 
Clothiers Wakefield Pet July 21 Ord July 21 
Paice, Wittram Tuomas Epwix, West —— Kent, 
Miller Maidstone Pet July 16 Ord one 
Ravourrre, Joux Henry, Heckmondwike, Yorks, Con- 
fectioner Dewsbury Pet June 16 Ord July 21 
Reaxes, Fraxx, Evercreech, Somersets, Farmer Wells 
Pet June 21 Ord July 22 
Regs, —— Cardiff, Plumber’s Apprentice Cardiff 
Pet July 2 Ord July 21 
Ricauonp, Samvet Fentimay, Ossett, Florist Dewsbury 
Pet July 23 Ord July 23 
Roperts, Anruun Lawes, , ar rd High Court Pet 
April 26 Ord July 
Rovusp, Mary, and po on Rounp, 1 ae Lancs, Milliners 
Bolton Pet July6 Ord July 22 
Sxam, Artuur, Leytonstone, Hairdresser High Court 
Pet July 21 Or 
SprckerRnetyt, Ricuarp sone 
Draper High Court Pet July 19 Ord J ay 8 
Wattwork, Josern, Wigan, Picture Frame Maker Wigan 
Pet July 21 Ord July 21 
Wavter, Persr Fraxz Henry, Brixton, oe Merchant 
High Court Pet April 20 Ord July 2 
Wuirs, —— Samvet, Liverpool Liv J Pet June 
y 21 
Wiruramsoy, Cuartes Nozreis, Walton 
= ~ Kingston, Surrey Pet July 16 


J —— ev Fenwick, Tynemouth, Dairyman 
Newcastle on Tyne Pet July 23 Ord July 23 
ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 


Hurrox, Rosert, Wall-on-Tyne, Northumberland, Clerk 
in Holy Orders Newcastle on Tyne Adjud Oct 13, 
1998 Saeed July 21, 1898 


DRUGS WON’T DO. 


July 21 
EDWELL, ey 


on Thames, 
Ord 





FREE TRIAL OF SOMETHING THAT WILL DO. 


You would be perfectly astonished if you were made 
aware of the many thousands of pounds absolutely thrown 
away from year to year upon led curatives that are 

upon a public only too willing to believe the 
specious arguments ate before them. 

Even the -earned shillings of the very poor are 

in this way; in fact, it is to tte ignorant, anxious to 
rid themselves of the various ailments which handicap 
them in the race for life, that such arguments are too often 


Now, strength and muscular activity, rosy cheeks, 
plum: and health can be obtained without medicine. 
The lenishing of the system from the wasting of 
tissues which is goi on every day can only be 
accomplished by the proper assimilation of food. 
It cannot be done with medicine. It can. however, be 
d with a perfect, flesh-forming, palatable and 
— le Food-beverage. Dr. Tibbles’ Vi-Cocoa is such a 
‘ood. » . possessing, as it does, wonderful 
ening and stimulative powers unsur- 
rane by any other Food-beverage. Dr. Tibbles’ V er 
nota medicine. It does simply what it is claimed to do, 
and its strengthening powers are being to an 
* hitherto unknown in the history of any preparation. 
Medical men and the public are offering conclusive 
testimony upon the value of Dr. Tibbles’ Vi-Cocoa, and to 
show confidence in the new preparation the proprietors 
make the unparelleled a as a free test of merit, a dainty 
sample tin being sent gratis and post free to any addrees on 
mentioning So.icrroxs’ —— This offer is made 
because it sells Dr. Tibbles’ Vi-Cocoa, the new —— 
referred to; in fact, the sales are © such an 
— that additional manufacturing facilities ion had to 
Dr. Tibbles’ Vi-Cocoa, 6d., 94. and 1s. 6d. Can be 
obtained from all Chemists, Grocers and ‘Stores, or from 60, 
61, and 62, Bunhill Row, London E.C. 


SC 00L SHIP “CONWAY” 


tog TeaninG 
~~ YOUNG GENTLEMEN 
y/tonecome OFFICERS 
IN MERCHANT STEAMERS. 
FOR PROSPECTUS APPLY TO 
THE CAPT., AJT.MILLER. RN 








QR=rt COMPANY’S PLEASURE 


CRUISES by their 
Steamship “LUSITANIA,” 3,912 tons register, 


For COPENHAGEN, WISBY, STOCKHOLM, ST. 
ETERSBURG, BALTIC CARAT, Os; &e.; 
— London 17th August, returning 


For an, CONSTANTIN: the CRIMEA, 
REECE, MALTA, ALG 
Leaving — 20th September, returning 8th November. 


String band, electric light, high-class cuisine, &c, 


Anderson, 


& Co, 
— — 


— E— 


o ar firm at 5, Fenchurch- 


For passage 
West-End “branch Office, 


avenue. London. B. bio 
16, 


TREATMENT OF INEBRIETY. 


DALRYMPLE HOM 
RICKMANSWO 





HIGH SHOT HOU 
8ST. MARGARET'S, TWICKENHAM, 

For Gentlemen under oo ae and privately, 
Apply to Medical Superintendent, : 

F. BROMHEAD, B.A., M.B. (Camb.), M.R.C.S, i 





co ase * 


——— 117, CHANCERY 


ENEY GREEN, pe mee 
— —8 ‘tenes the 

e advan lence 0 
fifty years, in the special i of —— notices, 
&c., —J hereby solicits their ———— support. 
Forms, Gratis, for a a Notices to Creditors and Dis- 
solutions of with necessary Declaration. 
Official stamps for — —* * and file of “London 
Gazette’ kept. By appointment 


PATENTS and TRADE-MARKS, 


W. P. THOMPSON & CO., 
322, High Holborn, W.C. 
(and at Livurpoot, Mancuesrer, and Biaminaua), 
LONDON and INTERNATIONAL ——— hd Pro- 
vineial and Foreign SOLICITORS 
PATENT matters. 
Representatives in ie all Capitals, 


ATENTS.—Mr..F. W. GOLBY, A.I.M.E., 
M.8.A., Patent Agent (late of H.M. Patent Offices 

36, Chancery-lane, Landen, W.C. —* Patent ob- 
tained and tion effected in all — of the 
World. Cat conducted. Opinions and Searches 


as to novelty 
EDE AND SON, 


ROBE ASA MAKERS. 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT. 


To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the 
Judicial Bench, Corporation of London, &c. 











ROBES FOR QUEEN’S COUNSEL AND BARRISTERS. 
SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 


Law 1 and Gowns for , Town 
er! 


ks, and Olerke of the Peace. 
Corporation Robes, Universityand Olergy Gow? s. 
ESTABLISHED 1689. 


94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 


ESTABLISHED 18651. 


BIRKBECK BANE 


Southamptca-buildings, Chancery-lane, London, W.C. 








INVESTED FUNDS « « = £10,000,009. 
Number ef Accounts, 95,094, 
FWO-AD ARAL ga CENT. INTEREST allowed 
— — — —* —— ey 
not drawn le 
—— and ANNUITIES purchased and 
sold for customers. 


< SAVINGS “DEPARTMENT. 
_ Sco Depo ened and ntre alowed month on 
— i ALMANACK, with particulary, post 


"apes RAVENSCROFT, Manager. 
Telephone No. 5, HouBo 
Telegraphic hic Address: * ——— Lonpox.” 








INEBRIETY. 


MELBOURNE HOUSE, LEICES?® 
PRIVATE HOME FOR LADIES, 
Medical Attendant : a J. *7 E.R. 
7* — Prinei . RILEY, —. 
briety. Thirty — 
and Medical Referenoss. For terms and 
apply Miss RILEY, or the Principal. 





‘BRAND & CO’S 


SPECIALTIES 
For_INVALID§ 


ESSENCE OF BEEF, 
BEEF TEA, 
MEAT JUICE, 


Prepared from tinest ENGLISH MEATS, 
Of ali Chemists and Grocers. 


BRAND & CO., LTD., MAYFAIR, as & 
WORKS, VA UXHALL, LONDON, 8.W. 





LONSDALE PRINTING WO 


LONSDALE BUILDINGS, 27, CHANCERY 


ALEXANDER & SHEPHI . 
PRINTERS and PUBLISHERS, ~ 
BOOKS, PAMPHLETS, MAGAZI 


NEWSPAPERS & PERIODIC 
And all General and Commercial 
Every description of Printing—large or 
Printere of THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL ® 
Authors advised with as to Printing and ¥ 
Estimates and all 


——— furnished, © 
entered into. 








— 


* 


S. FISHER. 188, S 





Valuat 


FOR THE “ 
+ LEGAL 
PROFESSI 


PROBATE, 


PROMPT 
Low ¢ 





r small, 


Newspape. 
ublishing, 





